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This criminal Government 


The air attack launched against Iraq by 
British and American forces last month was 
a criminal act — by any criteria that might be 
applied. It was a crime against the people of 
Iraq. It was a crime against international law 
— if you judge such a concept important (and 
this Government is always saying that it 
does). Most important of all, it was a crime 
against Britain. Iraq does not threaten any 
genuine British interest, and we should only 
attack those nations that threaten our interests. 
In addition, the attack postively harmed 
Britain’s interests because of the fresh wave 
of hatred it has provoked throughout the 
Middle East against this country — and quite 
deservedly so. 

It might also be said that, in addition to 
hatred, Britain will have earned itself the 
further contempt of the Arab World because, 
as every informed person in that world will 
know, this was just another demonstration of 
the fact that Britain has no real foreign policy 
of its own but a policy merely of doing 


Nationalist comment 


whatever in the world the Americans tell it to 
do (no-one can possibly take seriously the 
news story that it was on British initiative 
that the raid was carried out; things simply 
do not happen that way in modern ‘Anglo- 
American’ relations). 

The Blair Government has attempted to 
justify the raid by saying that it was to defend 
our aircraft from being shot down in the ‘no- 
fly zones’ above Iraq. But the fact is that not 
a single British (or American) plane has been 
touched over the no-fly zones in the past ten 
years — and all this is quite separate from the 
question of what those planes should be 
doing flying over Iraq anyway! 

Possibly, in the next few weeks some 
more evidence may come to light as to the 
real reasons for the latest attack, but of one 
thing we can be sure: a government that quite 
pathetically fails to stand up for any real 
British interest when it is threatened (as in 
Northern Ireland or in our fishing waters, for 
instance) has not ordered this particular 
operation out of patriotic duty. 

Much more likely is it that the operation is 
connected with the Government’s - total 
commitment to assist what it perceives as the 
interests of Israel in the region. Saddam 
Hussein’s Iraq is seen as the big, bad bogy 
for Israel. That is the main reason for the 
constant campaign against Saddam in the 
‘British’ media. 

This aside, the attack on Iraq may have 
some useful spin-off as a diversion from 
other matters as a general election in Britain 
looms near. Operations of war, though 
ordinarily loathsome to Labour politicians, 
are often welcome from this standpoint. 
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Peter the fall guy? 


This magazine is not likely to be accused 
of harbouring a bias in favour of Peter 
Mandelson. 

But there is something stomach-wrench- 
ing about the way in which Mandelson is 
currently being treated by the New Labour 
gang as a convenient bucket into which to tip 
its mounting pile of rotten garbage. The 
recent scandal in which the former Ulster 
Secretary was found to have schemed to get 
British passports for the Indian Hinduja 
brothers in exchange for donations to the 
Labour Party lifted the lid off a web of sleaze 
and corruption that clearly extends far 
beyond the so-called ‘Prince of Darkness’. 

It has now become commonplace to say of 
this: “So what? They’ re all at it!” or “Things 
have been worse” or.““They’re worse on the 
Continent.” In other words, many wrongs 
make a right! The truth is that the British 
public and its counterparts all over the so- 
called ‘free world’ have become pretty well 
conditioned to accept a standard of morality 
in politics that would not be tolerated for two 
minutes in most other institutions. Andrew 
Alexander had it well summed up when 
commenting in the Daily Mail on the 2nd 
February:- 

“The commonplace dishonesty in politics 
may explain, but does not excuse, glaring 
examples, especially when they land coll- 
eagues in trouble or promote suspicions that 
rather more than a check on the address of 
the Passport Office was involved in the 
famous ’phone call to the Home Office. 

“Tt was, in fact, the constant dishonesty of 

politicians which drove me to abandon 

daily reporting of parliament some 16 years 
ago... 

“Like so many moral failings, the dishon- 

esty of politicians can start in quite a small 

way. A newly arrived MP finds himself 
expected above all to ‘attack’ the other side. 

He may well have already been cam- 

paigning on the grounds that his local 

opponent is a menace to society and his 
party to civilisation. 

“In which case he is happy to keep it up. 

Less combative arrivals are easily sucked 

in. Only a few remain aloof. 

“MPs may come into politics with a real 

enthusiasm about individual issues. But the 

chief prize for the great majority is not 
particular reforms but their party getting — 
and keeping — power.” 


Which seems to indicate that as long as 
the present political system endures — a 
system which for ever requires the polit- 
icians of one party to keep their noses in 
front of those of the others — we can expect 
little change. The reward for honesty and 
decency in a politician is for him and his 
party to be losers in the party game. 

So it really is difficult to come down too 
hard on the Mandelsons of this world. They 
are simply the creatures of the system with 


on the 


month’‘s news 


which we are stuck — a system which makes 
dishonesty an essential ingredient of political 
survival, just as it makes trickery and 
wheeler-dealing of the kind involving the 
Hindujas’ passports the everyday norm. 


PC chickens come 


home to roost 


It was bound to happen, but everyone was 
surprised at how quickly it happened. Hardly 
was the ink dry on the legislation document 
affirming ‘sex-equality’ within the armed 
forces and the incorporation of women into 
army fighting units than the news broke that 
a male and a female soldier had gone AWOL 
in an elopement from their unit in Cyprus. 


known. Speaking for ourselves, we would 
not advise anyone to hold their breath over 
the matter. 

We have said it before. We can only hope 
and pray that, with the present lunatics in 
charge of British defence policy, this country 
does not find itself in a serious war with a 
powerful and dangerous enemy. If it does, 
God help us all! 

But you haven’t heard everything yet. The 
latest is that, in compliance with the laws 
(from Europe) forbidding sex-discrimination, 
we are going to have to have women in the 
SAS! Four have been chosen to go on a 
special training and selection scheme in 
Devon, but there is one rule that must be 
observed: the NCOs in charge have been told 


The fruits of Tony’s military reforms. This cartoon, published in the London Evening 
Standard on the 2nd February, summed things up perfectly. 


Actually, it all happened in July last year 
but only came to light publicly at the end of 
January — maybe because it took the Ministry 
of Defence that long to think of what to say. 

The episode was particularly embarrass- 
ing to the MoD because the woman, Lance 
Bombardier Heidi Cochrane, had served as 
‘cover girl’ for the Army’s new sex-equality 
PR operation, being smilingly photographed 
in full combat gear and with rifle to illustrate 
the joys of life in Tony Blair’s new ‘unisex’ 
armed forces. Heidi, who was already 
married, apparently took off with her lover, 
Gunner Chris Martin. When the couple were 
finally traced, they announced that there was 
no way they were going to be forced to return 
to duty. This, of course, amounts to an act of 
desertion, but whether it will ever lead to the 
two being court-martialled is not so far 


they must not swear at the trainees, nor 
indeed use crude language of any kind! 

Now to those of us with any experience of 
the armed forces of old the proposition that 
there should be a tough and demanding 
training and selection course in which all 
swearing is ruled beyond limits is novel, to 
say the least. But apparently Princess Tony’s 
‘modern’ military planners believe with 
perfect seriousness that this is a realistic 
option for the armed forces of tomorrow. 
What next? 

It used to be said of the tough and ruthless 
Russian Field Marshal Georgi Zhukov that 
he would order the clearing of minefields by 
getting his most expendable troops to march 
right over them. Now what a brilliant idea as 
applied to the boffins of New Labour’s 
defence establishment. A useful role at last! 


Nonsense on steel 


Simon Heffer of the Daily Mail is one of 
those journalists who flatter to deceive. One 
day they are saying things eminently sound, 
and the next day they are talking piffle. 
When Heffer is not engaging in his tirades of 
hatred against the Scots (which he would 
never dare to do against coloured immig- 
rants) he does quite often hit the nail on the 
head. Last month, however, he was back to 
one of his silly moods again. How about this:- 

“There has been a collective outburst of 
insanity over this week’s steel closures. 
Why does the Prime Minister want to talk 
to Corus’s executives? Is he going to 
re-nationalise the industry? Why does he 
think their commercial plans are any of his 
business? And why did Nigel Evans, the 
idiot who spoke on the closures for the Tory 
Party in the Commons on Wednesday, ask 
what the Government was going to do? 
Have the Tories also abandoned their belief 
in private enterprise? 
“T’m genuinely sorry for the steelworkers 
who will lose their jobs but — providing 
there’s a free market — theyll end up like 
the thousands of miners who were made 
redundant in the Eighties and Nineties — 
and go on to get a beiter job elsewhere.” 


The fact is that the recent closures 
announced by Corus will, if they go ahead, 
constitute an important nail in the coffin of 
the British steel industry. We could end up 
by having no steel-making capacity in this 
country at all. Taking into account the 
number of other manufactured products in 
which steel is a major ingredient — motors, 
ships, aircraft, railway stock, industrial 
machinery, defence hardware and so many 
others — this could be catastrophic. Yet to 
express concern about a development likely 
to lead to it is, apparently, an “outburst of 
insanity.” On just what planet do people like 
Heffer live? And does a belief in ‘private 
enterprise’ require that this Government — or 
any government — should not regard the 
threatened extinction of such a vital industry 
as steel as indicative of a grave national 
crisis for which it should be responsible? 

This is not to say that the Prime Minister’s 
talks with the Corus company are likely to 
lead to any action which would get to the 
heart of the problem; such talks these days 
are just ritual demonstrations for the voters’ 
benefit. It is only to say that this is a matter 
which the Government should properly be 
treating as an absolute national emergency. 

As for saying that it’s OK if thousands of 
steelworkers lose their jobs — they can get 
employment elsewhere, that sounds intrig- 
uingly like Mayie Antoinette calling for the 
peasants to eat cake. 

In Mr. Heffer’s world, the commercial 
plans of a firm like Corus are no business of 
a prime minister. But if they are not, in 
heaven’s name what is? 
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Tyndall to 
challenge 


for BNP 
leadersnhi 


JOHN TYNDALL, editor and publisher of 
Spearhead, announced at the beginning of 
March his intention to run for the office of 
British National Party leader against the 
present incumbent Nick Griffin later this year. 

The BNP Constitution provides for such a 
challenge in any party year. Mr. Tyndall’s 
official nomination will be submitted in June, 
and a ballot of all paid-up members must 
follow within three months from that time. 

Mr. Tyndall was BNP leader for more than 
17 years between the foundation of the party 
in 1982 and his displacement by Mr. Griffin 
following a ballot in 1999. It was during those 
years that the party grew from relative 
obscurity to the position of being able to fight 
every region in England and Scotland in the 
Euro Election of the latter year. 

After he had been defeated by Mr. Griffin in 
the 1999 membership ballot, Mr. Tyndall 
declared that he would continue to serve the 
party loyally and urged all members, regard- 
less of their leadership preferences, to do the 
same (see Spearhead, October 1999). At the 


same time he said of Mr. Griffin’s election: ”... 


the question of whether the members have 
taken the right decision will be determined by 
results.” At that time he was of the view that 
one year would not be time enough for these 
results to be fairly assessed; between one and 
two years would be necessary. 

In announcing his candidature, Mr. Tyndall 
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said that numerous events of the past few 
months had combined together for a fair 
assessment of the new leadership to be made, 
and that it is now time to let the members of 
the party decide whether Mr. Griffin should 
carry on as leader or be replaced. 

His decision to stand against Mr. Griffin this 
year, he said, had been made by him alone, 
but he had been urged by many members, 
verbally and in correspondence, to make the 
challenge. 

Mr. Tyndall said that it would have been 
preferable for such a contest not to be held in 
a year in which a general election is probable. 
However, in 2002 there will be some very 
important local government elections. He did 
not believe that the present situation in the 
party allowed for any Jonger delay. 

Mr. Tyndall will be calling to others in the 
party to agree to a ‘pact’ whereby internally 
contentious and controversial issues bearing 
on the party leadership election will not be 
aired publicly in the run-up to the general 
election. This of course would not preclude 
such issues being dealt with in internal 
communications and debate. 

Mr. Tyndall has also said that it is vita/ that 
those members of the party who wish to see 
him restored to the leadership ensure to renew 
their memberships this year so as to make 
them eligible to vote in the coming internal 
election. 


The truth is that the Government’s real 
attitude towards the asylum issue is much 
more ambiguous than its record would 
suggest. Certainly, large numbers of undeser- 
ving claimants represent an obvious short- 
term political and financial problem. But in 
the longer term, they afford opportunities for 
Labour. For the salient characteristic of New 
Labour ideology is its determination to 
redefine Britain and Britishness — through 
sweeping constitutional and cultural change. 
It calculates that the enduring success of this 
project will depend upon sweeping demo- 
graphic change as well. If it can ride out the 
initial storm, its chances of accomplishing 
this goal are dramatically increased. 

The Government has sought to defuse this 
time-bomb in a characteristically sophisticated 
Mandelsonian way. First, it has sought, via 
tough-sounding rhetoric, to appear as though 
it is ‘in touch’ with popular instincts and so 
prevent the Conservatives stealing a march 
on it. Second, it has sought to ‘spin’ the 
“good news story” — as exemplified by the 
Home Office research released this week, 
which purports to show that immigrants are 
net contributers to the Treasury. Finally, the 
Government has tried to smear anyone who 
questions its policies as ideological kinsmen 
of the French extreme rightist, Jean-Marie Le 
Pen, or Austria’s Jorg Haider. 

This holding action makes good political 
sense from the Government’s point of view. 
Always with a weather eye on the United 
States — where illegal immigrants almost 
swung the election to Al Gore in Florida — it 
knows that newly arrived groups are likelier 
to vote for big-government parties than not. 
Better still, the new public doctrine of ‘anti- 
racism’ forestalls all but the boldest oppo- 
sition. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Telegraph (26.1.01) 

The Rory Bremner caricature of Tony 
Blair being pushed around and told what to 
think by a contemptuous Alastair Campbell 
is not a joke but the truth, as anyone who 
knows both Campbell and Blair is painfully 
aware. 

He (Blair) is pleasant, but deeply unim- 
pressive when you meet him; startlingly 
ignorant of much of the world... 

Read cold, his speeches are strange moun- 
tain ranges of tripe, empty of thought and full 
of Daily Mirror-type slogans... 

Academics brought in to brief him on 
great issues despair of his gnat-like attention 
span. He glazes over and switches off at public 
occasions when he is not in the spotlight. 
When he lies — as he lied repeatedly about 
fox-hunting — he appears not to be conscious 
that he has done so. He has found it easy to 


change his opinions on Europe, CND, priv- 

atisation and everything else because he 

never had any views on these things in the 
first place. 

PETER HITCHENS 

The Mail on Sunday (11.2.01) 


Tony Blair is another nonentity in my 
opinion. Like Clinton, his icon, everything 
he says and does is in order to win votes. 

Just look at his coteries. Have you ever 
seen such catamites, such onanists, such 
smiling wallet-lifters? (The Daily Mail... 
should be ashamed of itself, superimposing a 
Napoleonic hat and uniform on Blair; the 
great Napo created the Napoleonic code and 
built the Arc de Triomphe, Pont Austerlitz, 
Pont d’Iena, the cemetery at pere Lachaise 
and Montmartre, a part of rue de Rivoli, the 
Vend6me column and the Concorde obelisk. 
Blair created spin and built the Dome!). 

TAKI THEODORACOPOULOS 
The Spectator (27.1.01) 


The job of the armed forces is the defence 
of the realm. And that sometimes involves 
killing people. And getting killed. 

Soldiers are there to make war, not love. 
We don’t want well-rounded, caring, sharing 
squaddies. We want fiercely loyal hard-cases 
who'll do as they’re told, run towards the 
sound of machine gun fire for fun and slit 
throats as cheerfully as they’d peel an orange. 

Meddling politicians do their damnedest 
to impose Islington dinner party moral 
standards on the services. 

But Aldershot barracks is not a student 
common room. And an aircraft carrier is not 
the Love Boat. 

The armed forces can only operate as a 
disciplined service. Unquestioning obedience 
and acceptance of the rules is imperative. 
The interests of the regiment must come 
before the individual. 

Discipline is being undermined by polit- 
icians and judges, who seek to apply their 
own prejudices and Civvy Street notions of 
‘human rights’ to the fighting services. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (13.2.01) 


Tomorrow an official ‘National Holocaust 
Day’ will be held for the first time. The 
‘Holocaust’, if anyone should need to be 
reminded, was not a single great event; it is 
the term that has been coined to describe 
inclusively all the events that occurred, in 
innumerable different times and places, in 
the course of the Nazis’ mass murder of the 
Jews. Some people wonder why this day 
should be officially held in Britain, which 
took no part in those crimes. Others fear it 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


may imply that the Jews were the sole 
victims of the Nazis in a war that destroyed 
countless millions of all races. 

The BBC is covering the event in a big 
way, but the Government is taking no chances. 
Broadcasts will be under the editorial control 
of the Home Office, which maintains, not 
very convincingly, that all victims of genocide 
in modern times — Armenians, Cambodians, 
Rwandans — will be included in an event 
intended to emphasise the universal com- 
passion of the Blairite state. 

Unfortunately, there is no agreement over 
what constitutes ‘genocide’. Is it distinct from 
‘ethnic cleansing’? Certainly the victims of 
either will make no such distinction, Shouldn’t 
Stalin’s deliberate starvation of millions in 
the Ukraine, and the mass slaughter of German 
civilians, expelled from their ancestral lands 
by the Red Army and its auxiliaries in 1945, 
have a place in this catalogue of human 
wickeness? 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (26.1.01) 


Why was Holocaust Memorial day decreed 
by the British Government a year ago, almost 
55 years after the last inmates left the horrid 
shell of Auschwitz and Richard Dimbleby 
reported almost speechless from Belsen? 
Tony Blair has called it “a day when the 
country reflects on the terrible and evil deeds 
in the world,” and the Home Office has 
added with similar banality that “This 
Government has a clear vision of a multi- 
cultural Britain ~ one which values the con- 
tribution made by each of our many ethnic, 
cultural and faith communities.” In other 
words, the Day is a characteristic piece of 
Blairite demagoguery, characteristic of the 
Prime Minister’s love of soundbite politics — 
even when the soundbite is as trite as “terri- 
ble and evil deeds” — and of his desire to 
ingratiate himself with whatever audience he 
happens to be addressing or interest-group he 
happens to be dealing with. It seemed a: 
painless gesture (this Saturday is not, of 
course, a public holiday); a piece of feel- 
good attitudinising which would cost nothing. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Spectator (27.1.01) 


Today’s Foreign Office is the most 
craven, supine and incompetent in our 
island’s long history. And the New Labour 
Government, brimful of former CND 
members, has ffred more shots in anger than 
any British Government since the end of the 
Second World War. 

GEORGE GALLOWAY 
The Mail on Sunday (18.2.01) 
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THERE’S NO IMAGE TO BEAT 


RECENTLY I took part in a political 
discussion with a group of people all of 
whom adhered broadly to the nationalist 
and radical-right consensus but some of 
whom were not members of the British 
National Party. One of those present 
ventured a theory as to the (so far) inade- 
quate number of people joining and 
voting for the BNP, in particular those 
from what we might refer to as the 
‘managerial classes’. This he attributed to 
the party’s faulty presentation of its polit- 
ical aims and its image of being ‘too 
extreme’. 


more than Labour — although, ‘New’ Labour 
having digested so much of the Tories’ 
spiritual outlook, there is not now a great 
deal of ideological space between the two. 

And it is fair to say that this cynicism is 
much more deeply entrenched the higher we 
look in the social, educational and occupat- 
ional scale. The so-called managerial classes 
simply do not possess the altruism which 
fired their grandfathers and great grand- 
fathers who answered Kitchener’s call to 
rally to their country in 1915 and after. 

This should not be a cause for despair but 
it should induce us to adjust our expect- 


JOHN TYNDALL takes issue with 


the trimmers, the moderators and 


the yearners for ‘respectability’ 


I disagreed with him, and later, reflecting 
on the discussion, I felt there might be some 
usefulness in putting my reasons for this 
disagreement into an article. 

For many years, a debate has raged in 
nationalist circles on this matter of present- 
ation, ‘image’ and general political tactics. It 
was taking place in the 1960s, when I was 
active as a publicist for the nationalist cause; 
it will probably be taking place for a long 
time to come. I have listened to a great many 
opinions on the subject — in the vast majority 
of cases coming from well-intentioned people, 
and often highly intelligent people at that. At 
the same time, I: have tried to penetrate 
through to, observe and analyse the thoughts 
in members of the British public (and other 
publics for that matter) which influence their 
decisions as to whether to become involved 
with political parties and, when so, which 
parties. I have formed a number of conclu- 
sions, some of which are heavily at odds with 
the neat theories fashionable among many 
patriots. 


CYNICAL SOCIETY 


The first thing we have to understand in 
assessing our position as a political move- 
ment is that we live, and operate, in a society 
gravely atomised, fragmented and subject to 
a deep cynicism with regard to any ideals 
that are concerned with things higher than 
individual self-interest. For this we have to 
thank the Right of conventional politics 
much more than the Left, Toryism much 
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ations — at least in the short term — of the 
possibilities of what we can achieve. 

Nor should it be taken to indicate that the 
classes of which we are speaking totally lack 
any genuine concern over the state of the 
country, that they are so utterly preoccupied 
with “looking after number one” that they 
can spare no thought for Britain’s future and 
have no sincere desire to see things take a 
change for the better. 

It is only that in the crassly materialistic 
and ‘everyone-for-himself’ society that Britain 
has become — a society in which personal 
ambition has been elevated to the very 
summit among human qualities, and the 
visible symbols of personal achievement 
have been presented as the most worthy 
human goals — the ideal of public service for 
the good of one’s country takes a lower 
priority. And where it occurs to people at all, 
the preferred method is, in 99 cases out of 
100, going to be one that involves the 
minimum personal hassle and risk. The ‘safe’ 
way of fighting those evils that are damaging 
Britain (as long as the illusion can be 
maintained that there is such a way) is going 
to be much more attractive than the 
‘dangerous’ way inherent in the life of an 
active nationalist. 

Of course, most of this is the product of a 
certain perception. The reality is usually 
different. The perceived ‘dangers’ of activism 
in such a party as the BNP simply do not 
materialise in the way that many imagine 
them to do, but in those quarters where the 
perception exists — and for as long as it exists 


THE IMAGE OF SUCCESS! 


— it is going to handicap us. The man (or 
woman) who has what it takes to make a 
reasonable success of his or her life, to build 
a rewarding and socially prestigious career 
and/or to marry well and raise a happy 
family, and who in fact is well on the way to 
the attainment of such fulfilling achieve- 
ments, is likely to exercise a great deal of 
caution about becoming involved in some- 
thing which is thought, rightly or wrongly, to 
involve considerable upheaval, a consider- 
able disturbing of the calm of private exist- 
ence. 

This is not to say that such a person is 
always going to be so utterly self-centred as 
to decide to do nothing, to let the country go 
to rot in total disregard for its fate and total 
preoccupation with private and personal 
interests. 

But it does create the great temptation to 
seek ways of action and service that can be 
engaged in comfortably, painlessly and 
without trouble. Such concerns do not exer- 
cise the same restraining influence on those 
in the population with much less to lose. 


SYSTEM WEIGHTED 


But there is a further consideration. The 
British political system, as we have often 
observed in these columns, is heavily 
weighted against small parties and in favour 
of mainstream parties. The man or woman 
who seriously wants to do something about 
the state of the country, but is deterred by the 
imagined ‘dangers’ of participation on what 
some would call the ‘extremes’ of politics 
(i.e. a party like the BNP), has a ready-made 
excuse to avoid the latter: it offers no 
immediate prospect of being where the 
actual power is. No matter how disgusted or 
disillusioned such a person may be with the 
parties of the mainstream, in such a party — 
which to all effective intents and purposes 
today means the Tory Party — some avenue . 
for action is offered, no matter how far from 
perfect it may be, while the history of parties 
belonging to the ‘extremes’ — parties of 
open, full-blooded nationalism — suggests a 
future in which well-intentioned patriots will 
be condemned to spitting in the wind — 
excluded completely from the practical 
political process and, at the same time, 
denied a proper hearing (however undes- 
ervedly) by the mass media. 

This is a gloomy picture of the situation 
which I, for one, have never shared. Why not 
so I shall in due course explain. Nevertheless 
it is a picture that appears very real to many 


who contemplate 
political action for 
the betterment of 
Britain. 

Interwoven with 
this picture is the 
question of political 
careers. The man or 
woman with sound 
political intentions is 
likely, logically 
enough, to find some 
attraction in a life- 
time dedicated to 
politics — free from 
the irksome chore of 
having to eam a 
living by work in the 
outside world. In this 
there is nothing dis- 
honourable; when 
one is able to give 
100 per cent of one’s 
attention and energy 
(outside domestic 
cares) to political 
work, one can obviously do a great deal more 
than if such work is confined to leisure 
hours. Having myself made the decision 
many years ago to pursue politics as a 
full-time occupation, I cannot criticise others 
who aim for the same thing. 

Again, participation in a mainstream party 
provides an avenue to the achievement of 
this ambition, while involvement in a party 
of the ‘fringe’ offers far less in the. way of 
such opportunities. Only a tiny few of us can 
pursue the latter type of career — if indeed 
‘career’ is the appropriate word for a life 
with very little (up till now at least) in the 
way of financial inducements. 

Taking these realities into account, 
politics in modern Britain provide a classic 
example of the human tendency to seek to 
reconcile the course of cowardice with that 
of practical common sense, to offer a 
rationale for the avoidance of the real battle 
for our race and nation by resort to the 
formula of the ‘art of the possible’. 

It is in these circumstances that great 
numbers of people of good political instincts 
and with the desire to act are seduced into the 
dead end of establishment politics: that dead 
end — which of course they do not see as a 
dead end — offers them a vehicle, as they 
perceive it, to campaign for the things they 
think right, without the potential embarrass- 
ment of being publicly spotlighted as a 
‘right-wing extremist’ and, on the other 
hand, with the prospect of a career in parlia- 
ment to boot. 

It is an illusory picture but it is a highly 
attractive one, beckoning the would-be 
political crusader who — especially if he or 
she has a family to think of, lives in a nice 
house with a not insubstantial mortgage and 
wants, without years of waiting and hoping, 
to influence the political process. 


These people are Tories. The main reason why they remain with the Conservative 
Party is that they perceive it — rightly at this particular moment — to be where the 
power is. However much they may feel critical of the party’s leadership and policies, 
they believe that only by remaining and working in a mainstream party can they get 
anything practical done. Our challenge is to create a movement which, by its demons- 


trable success, offers a real alternative in this regard. 
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THE REAL DETERRENT 


The message that I hope I can get over to 
my fellow patriots is that it is this — and this 
above all — which acts as the main deterrent 
to great numbers of good people whom we 
would like to see join and become involved 
with the BNP. 

It is, at the same time, a deterrent which — 
human nature being what it is — is difficult 
for most folk to acknowledge, even to them- 
selves. Far more comforting is it, because 
more satisfying to self-esteem, to protest that 
BNP policies are ‘off-putting’, ‘too 
extreme’, ‘harsh’, ‘inhumane’, suggestive of 
‘fascism’, ‘nazism’ and other buzz-words 
guaranteed to dull the faculties, terminate 
reasoned debate and provide an escape route 
from the essential battlefield on which, at the 
end of the day, the struggle for the future of 
Britain will have to be fought. 

The ordinary average voter — unlike the 
would-be political activist and prospective 
career politician — does not have to contend 
with the same deterrents. He or she is not 
interested in a life of full-time politics. He or 
she has no ambition to get into parliament in 
the foreseeble future, if ever. And, not least, 
he or she is able in secret to make a political 
choice by dropping a marked paper through a 
slot in a ballot box with no-one knowing 
from whom it comes. 

But — one factor operates in the case of 
this voter in the same way as it operates in 
the case of the person who wants to make a 
much bigger commitment to politics. He or 
she wants to make a vote count. In the 
present political environment of Britain, this 
is looked at more often in a negative than ina 
positive way. The purpose is to prevent being 
elected the candidate one most opposes 
rather than help to be elected the candidate 
one most supports. And where this oppos- 


ition is concerned, it 
is only serious in the 
case of the opposed 
candidate who is in 
with a chance; it 
matters little in the 
case of the ‘also- 
rans’. In_ effective 
terms, it means that 
the voter who has 
come to detest a 
Labour government 
(or council) will 
most likely vote 
Tory simply because 
that provides the 
most effective way 
of stopping Labour 
getting in; likewise 
when the situation is 
reversed, and people 
vote Labour to keep 
the Tories out. In 
areas where Liberal 
Democrats are con- 
tenders or (as in the 
case of Wales or Scotland) where there are 
bogus ‘nationalists’ who could conceivably 
get elected, the issue is a shade more 
complex; but the same basic rule applies: a 
vote for a candidate or party seen as having 
no hope of winning is regarded as a wasted 
vote — no matter in what private sympathy 
the elector may be with the policies that 
candidate or party stand for, always 
assuming (and it can be a big assumption) 
that the voter is aware of them! 


SUPERSTITION 


Nevertheless, despite the vast amount of 
evidence there is that this is what determines 
people’s political decisions — the decision of 
some to join and become active in political 
parties or the decision of many more to vote 
for them — the superstition still persists 
among many patriots that would-be joiners 
and would-be voters are inhibited by some 
consideration of ‘moral conscience’ from 
supporting a party that is presented as being 
‘offensive’ from that standpoint, and that if 
such a party has its image revamped so as to 
make it less ‘offensive’ everything will 
change: the prospective joiners will join and 
the prospective voters will vote! All that is 
wrong at the moment is that we are 
perceived to be “not nice enough.” Trim this 
policy and trim that policy. Smoothe this 
edge and polish that edge. Jettison our 
‘extremism’ and assert our ‘moderation’ — 
do all these things and the legions of 
activists and voters just waiting for a new 
party with such an impeccable gloss will 
come flooding towards us. How great it 
would be if things were that simple! 

I should not have to spell out to the reader 
that this is not a recipe for being nasty 


Contd. overleaf 
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THERE’S NO IMAGE TO BEAT 


THE IMAGE OF SUCCESS! 
(Contd. from prev. page) ~ 


instead of nice, for going out of our way to 
exhibit ‘extremism’ and reject everything 
suggestive of moderation, for jackbooting 
our way around in the manner of Combat 18 
and making no effort whatever to present an 
acceptable face to the British public. It 
should go without saying that imagery is 
important; that good public relations should 
be cultivated; that presentation of our 
policies in reasonable and civilised language 
is a practice at which we should aim at all 
times. These are truths so elementary that it 
becomes intensely irritating when people 
stand up and, with all the pomposity of 
schoolteachers talking down to kids, lecture 
us on the virtues of good image-making as if 
we had never heard of the idea. 

The point of what I am saying is that the 
perceived notion of a ‘bad image’ is not the 
main factor — or indeed any significant factor 
at all — making for the present difficulty that 
we encounter in turning our party from a 
small group on the fringes of politics into a 
great national mass movement. The source 
of the difficulty must be sought in other 
directions, and I have tried here to indicate 
where those directions lie. 


HOW MILLWALL WAS WON 


Much has been made, in discussions 
among nationalists, of the BNP’s council 
election victory in London’s Millwall in 
1993 and its subsequent loss of the seat won. 
But in all these discussions I have often 
heard much more nonsense spoken than 
practical political wisdom. 

Prior to the winning of the seat, the party 
had acquired in the area a reputation of being 
tough, uncompromising and, if anything, 
rather strident in its way of going about 
things. Of course, in the election campaign 
itself its workers were on their very best 
behaviour, calling politely on doorsteps, 
speaking with courtesy and friendliness to 
the voters and in every way putting them- 
selves across as people with whom the local 
Eastenders could identify as being part of the 
local community (as indeed most of them 
were). This was always the BNP rule in 
elections long before that event, and has 
remained the rule since. Any departure from 
the rule would be plain political idiocy. 

But this campaign was conducted against 
a background of activity in the area over 
several years in which the party had in no 
way identified itself as a bunch of milksops. 
To abandoned, alienated and angry East- 
enders it had become the last hope. It had 
staged several marches through the local 
streets, all of them attended by rowdy 
demonstrations by the far left. It had held 
public meetings with the same responses, 
some of these involving violence from its 
opponents — in the face of which its own 
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men gave more than as good as they got. Far 
from this putting off the local people, it 
eared the BNP the reputation of being their 
sturdy champions. And neither had those 
local people been fnghtened away by the 
party’s uncompromising stance on the issue 
of race and immigration; if anything, this 
was its strongest attraction for them. 
Regularly, local newspapers screamed 
hate and horror against the BNP, urging 
voters to reject it. This had very little effect; 
on the contrary, to many it served as a 
recommendation! 
Through this gradual build-up, supple- 


a 


HROUGH THE EAST END 


with Tony Blair — and a quite unscrupulous 
operation by the local Labour party whereby 
large numbers of Asians not previously on 
the electoral roll had, by some miracle, come 
to be on that roll! Far from the party’s votes 
declining, they had in fact increased. In the 
previous election Derek Beackon obtained 
1,480 votes; in the later election his vote 
rose to 2,041. The difference, of course, was 
that the Labour vote had risen more — mostly 
due to the factors I have stated. At the same 
time, all over the East End of London BNP 
candidates frightened the daylights out of the 
establishment by their near-successes in 


This was one of a number of high-profile public demonstrations mounted by the BNP 
in East London in the early 1990s prior to its election victory at Millwall in September 
1993. When the party turned out, it won a very friendly reception from local people. 


mented by systematic canvassing, the party 
broke through to win 20 per cent of the vote 
in Millwall ward in October 1992. In doing 
so it broke a mould. It eliminated in a stroke 
the idea that it could never win: it convinced 
large numbers of electors that a vote for the 
BNP was not a wasted vote. Clearly, a 
number who had sympathised with the party 
in that election but, thinking otherwise, 
voted elsewhere would vote for us the next 
time round. 

This happened just eleven months after- 
wards, when the BNP candidate Derek 
Beackon obtained an historic 34 per cent of 
the poll and won the seat. What had made 
this possible? Precisely the demonstration on 
the previous occasion that the BNP was not 
an ‘also-ran’ but was up among the main 
contenders! 


LABOUR ‘DIRTY TRICKS’ 


So why, then, was the seat subsequently 
lost in the local government elections in May 
1994? It certainly was not lost because the 
local voters decided in the meantime that the 
BNP was ‘too extreme’, having not thought 
any such thing eight months earlier! A com- 
bination of adverse circumstances worked 
against us on the latter occasion, the two 
main ones being a general nationwide swing 
to Labour due to the emerging honeymoon 


several areas. Plenty of campaigning energy 
and hard work were the causes of this 
upsurge, not a choirboy image nor pussy- 
footing policies. 


DEMOGRAPHIC FACTOR 


Our problem since Millwall has been that 
we have not succeeded in continuing and 
extending this ‘winning streak’. There have 
been a number of factors accounting for this, 
most of them far beyond our own control. 
For a while, the Blair ‘honeymoon’ was one 
of these, though that is now turning sour. 
Another — in the case of the East End of 
London at least — has been the demographic 
trend whereby many of the hard core of our 
voters have moved out of our strong areas 
and into the neighbouring county beyond. 
This is an inevitable trend wherever ethnic 
minorities form sufficient of a large portion 
of the population to make life uncomfortable 
for the native Whites. 

Electorally, the BNP’s most fruitful areas 
are traditionally the ones where there is 
sufficient of an ethnic minority presence 
nearby to stimulate awareness of a race 
problem but not such a big one as to 
constitute a major portion of the vote. 

If nationalists themselves have contrib- 
uted, by their own errors, to further 
Millwalls not occurring, it has been mainly 


through through their still lamentable 
disunity. A number — getting entirely the 
wrong signals from failures at further break- 
through — have left the fold and wasted their 
time with alternative political experiments 
that have led nowhere. Some have tinkered 
with schemes for ‘new parties’. Others have 
sulked on the sidelines offering only carping 
criticism when they could have been far 
better employed putting their talents to work 
in something constructive for the BNP. Yet 
others have sought panaceas in the form of 
changes of political clothing. 

All of which have amounted to evasions 
of the most important issues before us, and 
the priorities they impose on us. These are:- 


(1) That we stand our ground and fight on, 
despite setbacks, recognising that these are 
part and parcel of the inevitable ups and 
downs of politics, and that we show patience 
in waiting for the pendulum, when it swings 
against us, to swing back towards us, not 
rush around like headless chickens when our 
aims are frustrated. 


(2) That we recognise that the British 
National Party, whatever its problems and 
flaws, is the only practical vehicle for the 
pursuit of our political objectives, that there 
is no other. 


(3) That we also recognise that the main 
deterrent to greater progress is not our public 
‘image’ but our perceived political impot- 
ence resulting from no representation in 
parliament or on councils. 


Obviously, the term ‘political impotence’ 
— suggestive as this is of ‘failure’ — must be 
qualified: we did not fail at Millwall; and 
numerous subsequent electoral efforts cannot 
fairly be described as failures in relation to 
the odds against us and the possibilities open 
to us — some recent local government results 


being cases in point. I speak of ‘failure’ only 
in the context understood by would-be 
supporters of the BNP among the general 
British public. To them, simply, we have 
failed if we hold no power! 


THE TOP PRIORITY 


How is this to be remedied? There has 
been building up a general consensus within 
our movement that top priorities must now 
be given to the acquisition of a few favour- 
ably situated local government seats. Of 
course, the importance of winning such seats 
is not a new development; for a long time it 


has been accepted. However, in the past the 


investment of effort and resources in this 
direction has had to compete with other 
undertakings prioritised equally highly. In 
the immediate future, these priorities must 
alter overwhelmingly in favour of a drive to 
register real victories in the one area where 
they might shortly be achieved: the election 
of BNP councillors. Millwall showed that it 
can be done. There must be more Mill walls — 
and before very long! 

Such an achievement would change, over- 
night, the perspectives in which the British 
public views the BNP. It would also change 
the attitude displayed towards us by the mass 
media. This does not mean that those media 
would become less hostile; it does mean that 
their hostility would be tinged with respect, 
and that we would consequently be treated as 
if we ‘counted’, and thereby deserved a 
hearing — if only to appease our growing 
supporters. 

This does not mean for one moment that 
the BNP should abandon the field of parlia- 
mentary elections — albeit that this.is an area 
where we cannot expect our candidates to be 
victorious for some time yet. Regular chall- 
enges in the parliamentary field need to be 


made to remind the public of our presence as 
more than just a municipal party. Also, 
credibility from gaining council seats can 
greatly improve our support in parliamentary 
ones. When I won 7 per cent of the poll as 
BNP candidate in Dagenham in June 1994 it 
was in the wake of the party’s strong 
showing in local government elections just a 
month earlier — the one bearing crucially on 
the other. 

Of course, it is one thing to state that the 
BNP needs to begin again winning local 
government seats; it is another thing entirely 
to put that resolution into practice. Also, no 
doubt, there will continue to be arguments, 
as there always have been, as to how best 
this can be done. But let us at least reach 
firm agreement on one thing: it is the image 
of our perceived political failure and 
weakness that provides, right now, the greatest 
deterrent to national support. Correspond- 
ingly, it will be an image of growing 
political success and strength that will 
provide the greatest boost to the removing of 
that deterrent. Recognition of this should at 
least clear the decks of much useless ballast 
in the way of internal debate, and enable us 
to concentrate on the real priorities ahead of 
uS.. 

And at the end of the day there is no subs- 
titute for the success of the BNP. To those 
who continue working within the main- 
stream parties on the grounds that there is 
where the power is, we must put the 
challenging question: power to do what? 
No power which precludes taking the 
measures necessary for the political, 
economic, national and racial salvation of 
Britain — measures which past precedent 
makes clear will never be taken by the Tory 
party nor any of the others — is in the 
slightest way worth having. 


LAUGH OF THE MONTH 


Some wicked ‘racists’ are apparently on the prowl in New- 
port, in South Wales, and have actually committed the infam- 
ous act of leaving copies of Spearhead in the local library! 

Last month our editor received a letter from a lady describing 
herself as the Acting Lending Librarian. It went as follows:- 


Dear Mr. Tyndall, 


gravity it deserves. 


| write with concern about your publication Spearhead. | repres- 
ent the lending services Department of Newport Central Library 


and Information Service. 


It would appear that one of your subscribers has taken it upon 
themselves (s/c/) to circulate the magazine Spearhead by leaving 


copies in the library. 


Newport County Borough Council has an equal opportunities 
policy, recognising its obligations under the Race Regulations 
(sic!) Act 1976. The Council is committed to take positive action 
to eliminate discrimination. The content of Spearhead quite 


obviously contravenes this statement. 


Equally, the library stock policy states: “We will not knowingly 
purchase material, the prime purpose of which is to encourage 
discrimination on the grounds of race, colour, creed, gender or 
sexual orientation or to openly encourage violence. 

| can appreciate the difficulty you may have in isolating any 
individual responsible for taking it upon themselves (sic again!) 
to contravene council policy. However, | am sure that a comm- 
unication network exists with your subscribers in South Wales. 


We feel that it is important to inform such people, via yourself 
that this and any other racist material is not acceptable in our 
library and information centres. Each copy found is destroyed. 
Staff have been asked to be vigilant in locating racist literature 
and removing it from public areas. 

| would be grateful if you would regard this request with the 


Yours sincerely 


Catherine Harrison (Acting Lending Librarian). 


Well, the first assurance that | can give Mrs/Miss Harrison is 
that | most certainly wi// regard her request with the gravity it 


deserves -— although this may not mean quite what she has in 


mind! The next observation that must be made is that if the 
body she represents is, in fact, an ‘information service’ it 
should be pleased to be providing the public with information 
instead of denying it information — as a ban on Spearhead (or 


any other publication for that matter) suggests it is doing. 


And what about eliminating discrimination? What is such a 
ban but discrimination? 

I take note that copies of Spearhead will be destroyed. How 
— by ritual burning? If so, | would love to be invited! 

As for the culprit whom Mrs/Miss Harrison hopes can be 
located (though she admits the difficulty), she has my promise 
that, if found, he will be shot at dawn! 


JHT 
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WARNING: FANTASISTS 


AND DECEIVERS AT WORK! 


DURING recent months, Britain has seen 
mass protests by Vauxhall car workers in 
Luton and Ellesmere Port. These demon- 
strations weren’t about pay or working 
conditions, but rather were concerned 
with security and continued existence of 
jobs at those plants. Insecurity and de- 
industrialisation caused by globalisation 
and privatisation are the overwhelming 
worries now, and the prime causes of any 
alleged industrial militancy, especially 
among car and steel workers, air-traffic 
controllers and postal employees. 


work they do is often heavy, tedious and 
relatively poorly-paid? After all, Blunkett 
has said that there are all these multitudes of 
easy well-paid jobs around! 

It seems surprising that the Vauxhall 
workers haven’t departed en masse to fill all 
these abundant well-paid vacancies that 
apparently exist all over the place. Six 
thousand redundant Welsh steel workers 
have no reason to feel depressed, or to 
mutter darkly about the destruction of entire 
communities. We should believe Blunkett 
instead, who is confident that hundreds of 


[AN BUCKLEY looks at some of the recent 
effusions from the New Labour spin-factory 


But David Blunkett, head man for 
‘Education and Employment’, writes that:- 


“My biggest worry is whether we have 
enough skilled people to meet the demands 
of booming Britain... Jobs are there for the 
taking in most parts of the country... Yes 
there are fewer jobs in the traditional 
industries ... In every area of the country 
employers have jobs to fill, and people 
who are looking for jobs are able to get 
them...” 


Rest assured that there is much more of 
this appalling guff, but I'll spare readers 
from it. But why then, if this is so, are all 
the Vauxhall car-builders so terrified about 
losing their employment, granted that the 


successful internet companies are waiting to 
offer work to these jobless unfortunates! As 
in other cases that also come to mind, we 
may ask New Labour: if what Mr. Blunkett 
says is really true, why do you find it 
necessary to shout about it so often and so 
loudly? 

Blunkett’s insistence on compulsion to 
force the recalcitrant into bogus cheap- 
labour schemes is ridiculous, given his own 
arguments. Such measures weren’t necess- 
ary in the ’fifties and ’sixties when there 
really were all those jobs available, so why 
should they be needed now? All sheer rotten 
fantasy and pretence, as the counterfeit 
politicians make reassuring noises about 


STEEL BEING DESTROYED 


prosperity, while the financial vultures rip 
the carcass of British industry apart. 

In fact, as is the case with Blair, Blunkett 
doesn’t even write his own purported 
words; that ‘honour’ belongs to his party’s 
press secretary Alistair Campbell, former 
Mirror hack and major contributor to 
Forum porn magazine [he made up the 
letters]. The daydreams he records have 
certainly changed over the years, but rest 
assured they are still pretty weird! Didn’t 
these people also try to tell us that the 
dismal Millennium Dome would be a 
fantastic success, the self-same Dome that’s 
now a semi-derelict embarrassment and is 
being sold off piecemeal for a fraction of its 
true value. 


Fiasco of the Dome 


Mr. Blair [or is it Mr. Campbell? ], I fling 
your own words back at you: “... it [the 
Millennium Dome] embodies the spirit of 
confidence and adventure in Britain and the 
spirit of the future in the world.” But 
auctioneers Henry Butcher are presently in 
charge of selling off the exhibits and 
equipment from the Dome, including some 
parts of the Body Zone, which is too big to 
dismantle completely. John Cowing, 
director of the auctioneers, has said: “We 
will be selling the heart, the brains, the eye 
and the public lice from the Body Zone.” 
Something oddly symbolic about that last 


The Corus plant at Port Talbot (above) was just the latest of many key British industrial locations to be hit by ‘globalisation’. 
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sentence, I feel... Nearly a 
billion pounds spent on a 
disaster, while pensioners 
freeze... Were not the brains 
and heart sold off years ago? 


FEWER JOBS IN 
INDUSTRY 

At least Campbell/ 
Blunkett do concede that 
there are fewer jobs in the 
traditional industries. Normal 
folk know that such phrases 
are euphemistic code for 
acres of crumbled brickwork wie 
in Stoke-on-Trent or for S 


largish trees growing out of Beir, 


the sides of former Mersey- 
side factories. Blunkett 
doesn’t note that bogus self- 
employment has been forced 
upon huge numbers of 
workers, who are now deprived of sick pay, 
holidays, bonuses or overtime, as they’re 
turned into one-man bands selling off their 
contract labour to the highest bidder. But 
why should the bigwigs worry when they 
can feather their own nests? As well as 
scraping by on his £96,500 salary plus 
expenses, ‘socialist’ Blunkett also makes 
£700 a month by renting out his former 
home, while he enjoys free accommodation 
in a luxury flat provided by the taxpayer. 
Not bad for someone who has reached his 
middle fifties without having had a,proper 
job. Nor is he the only firebrand socialist to 
discover the delights of unfettered capital- 
ism, his fellow Minister Michael Meacher 
owning at least eight(!) homes. 

You know, once we had ‘Tories’ con- 
structing a fantasy castle of a proud and 
prosperous Britain, while the real country 
continued to dissolve into a welter of crime, 
drugs and industrial decline. Now ‘New 
Labour’ behaves exactly the same, while the 
Tories are permitted to make a few sensible 
comments. The two main parties are 
irrelevant. The real government stays in 
office all the time, and the nominal ruling 
party just assists in pushing the destruct- 
ive agenda that’s stayed the same for 
years. 

Would that those words could knock all 
of our people out of their accustomed state 
of dazed and weary dreaming, albeit accom- 
panied by occasional grumbles as they drift 
along! Why did this generation sleep on 
when low politicians and businessmen 
destroyed so much of the society that our 
ancestors spent centuries building, all just 
for an inconsequential handful of gold? 

Like Government Ministers, the so-called 
quality newspapers have also largely 
retreated into a world of low-grade fantasy, 
while perhaps maintaining a couple of 
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THE MILLENNIUM DOME 


According to Prime minister Blair, it “embodies the spirit of confidence 
and adventure in Britain and the spirit of the future in the world.” Are 
we now to believe the Government’s glowing promises about anything? 
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interesting old-style columnists apiece. 
Slick and empty material, its language 
drawn from the worlds of advertising and 
public relations, forms the noxious padding 
occupying 90 per centof the pages. A new 
sort of ‘non-journalism’ has become 
dominant, with scarcely anyone much 
caring or even noticing. 


INFLUENCE OF TELEVISION 


Television is even worse in this regard, 
with its emphasis on prurience, morbid 
spectacles and wall-to-wall sport. Mind you, 
repeats of old football matches from twenty 
or thirty years ago do have certain points of 
interest. In those days footballers tended to 
look like normal people, and didn’t have the 


LATEST \ 


disconcerting resemblance 
to mutants from another 
planet that they often do 
today. One such clean-cut 
player was Liverpool’s 
Steve Heighway, whom a 
commentator was keen to 
point out as a very sensible 
chap. This was because 
Heighway didn’t just have 
to rely on ‘insecure’ foot- 
ball but had a career as a 
teacher to fall back upon. 
But now a complete social 
reversal has occurred in 
quite a short span of time: 
the football players make 
millions, while the poorly- 
paid teachers are harassed, 
demoralised or even driven 
to suicide by a crumbling 
educational system. 

Those who have a sense of history and 
are able to see the bigger picture will be 
reminded of the final days of the Roman 
Empire, when the ignorant plebs worked 
themselves into a frenzy over some fashion- 
able charioteer or gladiator (Bread and 
Circuses), while corruption flourished 
within and the barbarians approached the 
gates outside. The most venal, corrupt and 
incompetent government in our history — a 
title which every successive government of 
recent years seems to merit — is quite 
satisfied with this prevailing state of illusion 
and self-deception, so it is our great task to 
begin the awakening of Britain, thus halting 
and reversing the drift to destruction and 
setting the nation on the road to recovery. 


Rally ‘98 is the video recording of the British National 

Party's Annual Rally, taking place on the 29th Novembe : 
1998. After a decision by the BNP not to put this film on | 
the market, its production and distribution were taken _ 


over by Spearhead. 


The rally was possibly the best in the party’s history. It 
was held at a smart venue in the West Midlands after 


successful attempts had been made by political oppo- 
nents, including the Board of Deputies of British Jews, 


to get previous bookings of venues cancelled. 
After many interesting reports by regional and depart- Hear: 


mental representatives, the film features speeches by 
Nick Griffin (then Publicity Director), Richard Edmonds 
(then National Organiser) and John Tyndall (then party 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual Raily 
November 29th 1998 


NICK GHIFFIN 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


Spearhead Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA1I8 3DW i 


leader). An especially touching feature is the hugely _ 

successful collection appeal by Dave Bruce, which raised a staggering 

then all- -important Euro Election Fund. Less than a month afterwards 

longer with us, having been tragically taken away by an unexpected heal 

See and hear the speakers at this stirring event as if you were there! _ 

Rally ‘98 is available at £15.87 post-free, with a 30 per cent discount for all o 
of three or over. Make cheques out to Spearhead necordings and send to PO Box 


117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 
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The following is the text, slightly 
abridged, of a radio broadcast made on 
the programme American Dissident 
Voices on September 30th 2000. One or 
two deletions have been made so as to 
comply with British laws which make 
critical remarks against certain racial 
groups a criminal offence. Other texts of 
ADV broadcasts can be obtained by 
writing to: PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


| received a telephone call this week 
from a woman | know in California. She’s 
a member of my organisation, the 
National Alliance, and she is using her 
computer and her web site to disseminate 
information about a problem | have 
spoken about with you on several occ- 
asions in the past, and that is the growing 
trade in White sex slaves. Organised 
Jewish crime gangs recruit young women 
in Russia, Ukraine, and other countries of 
Eastern Europe whose economies were 
ruined by decades under communism. 
The recruiters promise the young women 
high-paying employment in Israel as 
secretaries or receptionists, then force 
them to become prostitutes after they 
arrive. The government of Israel doesn’t 
interfere. 

The woman | know in California who is 
helping to publicise this terrible and 
growing white-slavery problem called to 
exchange information with me on recent 
developments, but she also shared with 
me her frustration over the difficulty of 
getting the public to pay attention and to 
become indignant. Even when they know 
what’s going on, people are just too 
jaded, too passive, too lacking in self- 
confidence to stand up to this assault on 
our race, she lamented. 

And, unfortunately, that’s true of most 
of the public. | try to break through this 
public passivity with these broadcasts by 
choosing topics that should catch people’s 
imagination and rouse their indignation — 
although it’s difficult for me to imagine 
anything more provocative than this ex- 
ploitation of young white women. 


UNFAIRNESS 


One thing that many people respond to 
is anything which is blatantly unfair, 
anything which offends our people’s 
inborn sense of fairness. I'll try that 
approach today. I’m sure you’ ve all heard 
about the ongoing and very profitable 
campaign of certain Jews to collect repar- 
ations from everyone in sight for their 
alleged sufferings during the Second 
World War, which ended more than 55 
years ago. They've been cashing in big on 
the so-called ‘Holocaust’. They’ve bribed 
politicians in half the state legislatures in 
America to pass laws requiring that all 
public school children take classes on the 
‘Holocaust’ and be taught about the 
unique ‘victim’ status of the Jews, about 
how they have suffered more than 
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Justice 
versus 


ower 


Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 

urges us never to forget 

to harness our ideals to 
political reality 


anyone else and therefore deserve more 
in the way of compensation from the 
Gentile world. They tell us that their 
reason for harping on their ‘Holocaust’ all 
the time is to prevent it from happening 
again. 

But really, the main reason is that 


The picture here 
shows US and Filipino 
prisoners of the 
Japanese about to be 
force-marched to app- 
alling POW camps in 
71942. More than 


9,000 died. We hear 

little about the Holo- 
caust in the war in 

Asia because there is 

not a hugely powerful —— 
ethnic lobby with an 
interest in exploiting it. 


they’re making tons of money from it. 

On previous programmes I’ve talked 
with you about how they’ve parlayed 
their losses during the Second World War 
into a steady flow of gold into the pockets 
of Jews in Israel and around the world 
during the past half-century: scores of 
billions of dollars from Germany, from 
Switzerland, from France, from the Neth- 
erlands, from Britain. I’ve told you how 
the United States government acted as 
the Jewish lobby’s bully boy, coercing 
other countries into coughing up what- 
ever the Jews demanded: billions of 
dollars for dormant bank accounts in 
Switzerland, more than 60 billion dollars 
in reparations from Germany, hundreds of 
millions of dollars from France and the 
Netherlands for property the Jews 
claimed belonged to them before the war, 


then back to Germany last year with a 
claim for more billions of dollars for 
unpaid wages to Jews who Say that they 
were forced to work in the German 
defence industry during the war. And 
finally billions of dollars in claims from the 
United States because many American 
companies were doing business_ in 
Germany before the war. The American 
media and the US Government have been 
behind the Jews all the way in the 
enforcement of these claims. 


JEWS NOT THE ONLY VICTIMS 


Well, you know, the Jews weren’t the 
only ones who had losses during the 
Second World War. And the Germans 
weren't the only ones who _ forced 
prisoners to work. The biggest employer 
of forced labour by far was our gallant 
communist ally, the Soviet Union. The 
Japanese also forced many American 
prisoners of war to work. 

When the Jews began demanding 
compensation last year from German 
companies for work the Jews were 
forced to do in Europe during the war, 
their Gentile step’n’fetchits in the Calif- 
ornia legislature hastily passed a new law 
allowing persons who had done forced 
labour to sue their former employers for 


Wa 


wages. The California law clearly was 
intended to allow Jews to sue German 
companies and American companies with 
branches in Germany. Well, sir, a number 
of very insensitive American veterans 
from the Pacific theatre of operations 
who had been forced to work in Japanese 
coal mines as prisoners during the war 
just didn’t get it — they didn’t understand 
that the law was intended to benefit 
Jews only, and that Gentiles need not 
apply. So they sued the Japanese 
companies who had used them as slave 
labourers more than 55 years ago. 
Among the defendant Japanese com- 
panies were Mitsubishi Corporation, 
Nippon Steel Corporation, and a number 
of the other largest Japanese companies. 

As you Can imagine, the powers that 
be were not happy about these uppity 


Gentiles trying to horn in on the Jews’ 
private racket. | mean, really, if everyone 
starts demanding equal rights with the 
Jewish lobby, where will it end? The 
Jews will have no special privileges at all. 
Well, Madeleine Albright put a stop to the 
suit against the Japanese companies in a 
hurry. She has vigorously supported the 
efforts by her fellow Jews to extort repar- 
ations from everyone in sight, but she had 
her State Department tell the court in 
California that the suit by the veterans 
should be dismissed. And that’s exactly 
what happened on Thursday of last week. 

You can read about it yourself in the 


September 21 Associated Press report 


from San Francisco. The report begins, 
and | quote: “Surviving World War Il 
prisoners of war who allege they were 
used as slave labourers by some of 
Japan’s biggest corporations cannot seek 
compensation from the companies, a 
federal judge ruled Thursday.” end 
quote. Then the judge told the veterans, 
in effect, that they should be thankful 
they're still alive, and that should be 
enough for them. Now, I'll stick my neck 
out and make a little prediction here: 
when the Jews’ lawsuits against American 
companies they claim made a profit from 
Jewish labour in Germany during the war 
come to court, the verdict will be differ- 
ent. The State Department will take the 
side of the Jews, and the Jews will get 
every cent they’re demanding. And any- 
one who tells them that they should be 
thankful to still be alive and that should be 
enough for them will be tom to shreds by 
the media and condemned as a ‘hater’ and 
an ‘anti-Semite’. That’s my prediction, 
because that’s the way the system is 
rigged. What do you think? 


DIFFERENT RULE FOR AMERICANS 


But really, isn’t that something? 
American veterans who were abused 
atrociously as prisoners of war by the 
Japanese can’t get a cent from the 
Japanese. The Clinton government, acting 
through Madeleine Albright’s State Depart- 
ment, takes the side of the Japanese. But 
when certain Jews, who had never set 
foot in America until after the war, never 
served this country in any way, make 
claims against Americans, they'll get 
everything they demand, and they'll get it 
with the help of the US government. It’s 
good to remember that the veterans who 
last week were denied compensation from 
the Japanese for their slave labour were 
fighting for America in a war that, at the 
root, was a war to destroy the enemies of 
the Jews, a war to destroy Hitler and his 
government. In that war the American 
companies from which the Jews now are 
demanding compensation were indispen- 
sable to the American war effort, regard- 
less of any profit they may have made 
from German subsidiaries. Without the 
participation of the Ford Motor Company, 
for example, and the other big American 
companies from which the Jews are 


demanding money now, America couldn't 
have won the war. America wouldn’t have 
had any trucks or tanks or jeeps without 
Ford and General Motors, from whom 
certain Jews are seeking blood money. 

These Jews, in effect, are demanding 
money from us for saving their hides in 
the Second World War. And the men who 
fought to save their hides don’t get 
anything but a kick in the teeth. Now, 
perhaps you believe that these Jews 
shouldn’t be blamed for trying to take us 
to the cleaners, if we’re stupid enough to 
let ourselves be taken to the cleaners. But 
what do you think about the attitude of 
our Government? And what about the 
attitude of the mass media, which, in fact, 
is ultimately more important than that of 
the Government? In the coming months 
the media will be full of stories about the 
poor, deserving Jews who are entitled to 
compensation from those wicked 
American companies which may have 
made a profit from their labour in 
Germany before or-during the war, but | 
doubt that you'll be seeing much beyond 
that one Associated Press report | cited 
about the inability of American veterans 
who were slave labourers for the Japanese 
to collect compensation. 


FLAG COMPLAINT 


How does that strike your sense of 
fairness? I'll give you another example. 
In South Carolina there’s an unrecon- 
structed Southern businessman named 
Maurice Bessinger. Mr. Bessinger owns a 
chain of barbecue restaurants — Piggie 
Parks -- and he manufactures his own 
brand of barbecue sauce, which until a 
few days ago was sold in more than 90 
Wal-Mart stores in six Southern states. 
Then some Politically Correct busybody 
complained to Wal-Mart management that 
Bessinger displays the Confederate flag at 
his Piggie Park restaurants and demanded 
that Wal-Mart stop selling his barbecue 
sauce because his display of Confederate 
flags offended Blacks - excuse me, 
African-Americans! Well, of course, during 
the past few days Wal-Mart has been 
falling all over itself in its scramble to 
remove Bessinger’s sauce from_ its 
shelves. 

Why do you think that is? Do you think 
it's because Wal-Mart management 
believes it would be immoral to continue 
selling Bessinger’s barbecue sauce? I'll 
guarantee that’s not the reason. Wal- 
Mart couldn’t care less about the political 
beliefs of its suppliers. The reason is that 
Wal-Mart is scared to death that the 
busybody who demanded it stop selling 
the sauce will go to the media with his 
complaint, and Wal-Mart knows what 
position the media will take on the matter. 
Wal-Mart is afraid that the media will stir 
up a boycott. 

Now, suppose that | went to Wal-Mart 
with the complaint that some product 
Wal-Mart is selling is manufactured by a 


company owned by a Jew who has given 
money to Israel — and believe me, there 
are thousands of such products on Wal- 
Mart’s shelves, because most Jewish 
manufacturers have given money to Israel. 
An example of such a product is almost 
any video cassette with a Hollywood 
movie on it. Suppose | said in my complaint 
that Israel routinely tortures Palestinian 
prisoners, illegally stockpiles biological, 
chemical, and nuclear weapons, and is 
home to the largest sex-slave trade in the 
world, that it is immoral to sell products 
which provide money to Israel, and that | 
would go to the media with my complaint 
if Wal-Mart continued selling the Jewish 
product. 

Well, of course, I’d be laughed out of 
Wal-Mart's administrative offices, because 
Wal-Mart knows that the media won't 
have anything negative to say about 
Wal-Mart’s sale of products made by a 
Jewish supporter of Israel. 


POWER THE ARBITER 


The point of my comments today is 
that it is not morality or justice which 
governs the world in which we live; it is 
power. Despite what you were taught in 
school, we don’t live in a _ country 
governed by laws; we live in a country 
governed by men. The laws mean what- 
ever the most powerful men say. they 
mean, and they are enforced accordingly. 

Many years ago | testified in Wash- 
ington before the Senate Committee on 
Foreign Relations when it was holding 
public hearings on the ratification of the 
so-called ‘Genocide Convention’, which 
would require the United States to enact 
‘speech-crime’ legislation similar to that 
in Canada and many European countries: 
that is, legislation which would criminal- 
ise any speech or writing which any 
identifiable racial, ethnic, or religious group 
might find offensive or threatening. While 
waiting to testify | spoke with another 
witness who also was waiting to testify. | 
found that he shared my views on many 
things, but whereas | intended to testify 
against ratification, he intended to testify 
in favour of the Genocide Convention. | 
was puzzled, and | asked him why. 

In turn he asked me: “Have you ever 
seen the Talmud? It’s full of hatred and 
offensive statements against Gentiles.” | 
answered him: “Yes, | know that — but so 
what?” “Don’t you see?” he said: “The 
Genocide Convention will get all the rabbis 
locked up because of what’s in their 
Talmud, and then the Jews will be out of 
business.” 

Well, | was left speechless by the man’s 
astounding naivety. He really believed 
that ‘speech crime’ laws would be applied 
even-handedly, to Jews and Gentiles alike. 
| didn’t even waste my breath trying to 
make him understand that the world 
doesn’t work that way: that it doesn’t 
matter half so much what laws are on the 

Contd. overleaf 
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JUSTICE VERSUS POWER 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


books as it does how those laws are 
interpreted and enforced by the men with 
the power to enforce them; that ‘speech- 
crime’ laws would be enforced against us 
but not against the Jews, as long as the 
Jews had the power of the media on their 
side. And the general public would never 
even be aware of the hypocrisy and 
injustice involved, because they wouldn’t 
have a clue about the Talmud unless it 
were dramatised for them on television in 
soap operas, over and over and over 
again, until it finally sank in. 

I’ve encountered the same sort of 
foolishness from well-meaning but very 
naive men who have spent a great deal of 
time researching the law and have told 
me that such-and-such an amendment to 
the Constitution was never properly 
ratified and therefore is invalid. For 
example, I’ve had men tell me in all 
seriousness that the 16th Amendment, 
which in 1913 laid the basis for the 
Federal income tax, is invalid, and so none 
of us really has to pay income taxes. They 
believe that if they present the results of 
their legal research in court, the court will 
have to agree that they don’t have to pay 
their income taxes. When | warned them 
that they were likely to end up in prison, 
they wanted to show me their legal 
research to prove that they were right. | 
told them that their legal research is 
entirely irrelevant. What is relevant is that 
the politicians — including the judges in 
the Federal courts -- are dependent on 
the money collected from income taxes: 
income-tax money keeps the public 
trough at which they feed full, and they 
aren't about to let any defect in the law 
empty their trough. We could argue with 
them about it, but in the end all that will 
matter is that they have more armed 
thugs at their disposal than we do. 


POWER OF THE MEDIA 


I’m not saying that all laws are 
completely irrelevant, that it doesn’t make 
any difference at all what the law says. 
The Government still has to keep up a 


pretence of fairness and justice. The 
politicians themselves don’t care about 
justice, and the system of which they are 
parts is thoroughly corrupt, but it is 
important to them to keep the public from 
realising that. And the mass media are the 
key to what the public realises and what it 
doesn’t. If the average person doesn’t see 
something on television — repeatedly — he 
won’t be aware of it. And his powers of 
discrimination are such that it doesn’t 
make any difference whether what he 
sees on television is true or false; if he 
sees it often enough he'll believe it. And if 
he doesn’t see it on television he won’t 
even be aware Of it. 

The media are the key to what the 
Government can and cannot get away 
with. As long as we have a political 
system where the leaders of the Govern- 
ment are chosen by a popular vote, the 
media will be the key to who gets elected 
and to how the Government behaves. 
The media are the key to the behaviour of 
the courts, the key to how a particular law 
will be interpreted and enforced, the key 
to the attitude of a Federal judge toward a 
claim for compensation for slave labour. 
The media are the key to the behaviour of 
big business, such as Wal-Mart, and they 
are the key to the public’s perception of, 
and reaction to, Israel’s slave trade in 
White women. 

We all wish that we had a moral 
government and a just court system, but 
as long as we don't it is power for which 
we must strive, not morality or justice. 
Only after we have power can we hope 
for morality or justice. And the key to 
power is neither guns nor money, but it is 
the ability to communicate effectively 
with the public, the ability to influence the 
public’s perception of the world. If the 
key to power were simply money, then 
Bill Gates wouldn’t have to be worried 
now about the Clinton government’s 
effort to destroy Microsoft. Last year he 
should have taken some of the 90 billion 
or so dollars he had at that time and 
bought a couple of television networks. 
Then he could make those Jews in the 
Clinton Justice Department back off in a 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 
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our usual address: PO Box 117, Welling, 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


The best articles and news items 


published in Spearhead in recent 
months can now be seen on the 
Spearhead website. You can visit 
this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


hurry. 

Well, it’s not quite that simple. You 
must not only buy a television network; 
you also must staff it properly and use it 
intelligently. 

There’s not much point in buying CBS 
from Sumner Redstone, for example, if 
the same Jews at CBS will remain in 
charge of editing the news and designing 
the entertainment programming. You will 
have to find hundreds of talented and 
properly motivated people who are as 
good as the Jews are at shaping public 
perceptions, and then you will have. to 
rebuild the whole network with these 
new people. 


WHAT CAN BE DONE 


We can’t do that now. We can't 
outshoot the government, and we can’t 
outspend the Jewish lobby. But we can 
nevertheless continue building our ability 
to communicate with the public. Without 
a television network we can’t influence 
the lemmings, but we can influence the 
two per cent or so of the public that is 
capable of independent thinking. And we 
are influencing more and more people in 
that two per cent. The National Alliance 
member | mentioned at the beginning of 
this broadcast, the woman in California 
who is using the Internet to help spread 
awareness of the Jewish trade in white 
women, is only one of thousands. | hear 
from dozens of new people every day, 
people | have never heard from previously, 
who have been awakened by _ the 
American Dissident Voices message or 
are in the process of being awakened. 

If we want a moral government and a 
system of justice which is truly just — if 
we want ever to have a healthy, white 
world again for our grandchildren and their 
grandchildren — then we must have power, 
and for the time being the way to that 
power is to continue reaching and influ- 
encing the independent-minded two per 
cent of our people. We need more money, 
of course, and one of these days we may 
need more guns. But for now we need 
more moral individuals to wake up to their 
responsibilities; we need more individuals 
with a sense of justice to use their 
intelligence and their talents to help us in 
our effort to communicate with our people. 
We need more people like that woman in 
California - and we’re getting them. 
Eventually we'll get the lemmings too! 


We all have our particular loathings — some of them a surprise 
to others. Here JEFFREY TURNER lists a few of his own 


1 HATE... 


@ People who yap loudly away on mobile ‘phones 
on trains, in cafes and restaurants, in shops and 
when walking down the street — in fact in any 
public or private place where we have to listen to 
them. 


@ People who chuck litter about instead of using 
the bins normally provided (if there are no bins 
they should wait till they find one). 


@ People who fill their shopping bags with 
puchases at supermarkets before paying — while 
those behind them have to wait. 


@ Males who wear studs and ear-rings and 
baseball caps back to front. 


@ People who have jungle music playing at 


deafening volume on ‘ghetto-blasters’ so that all 
around have to hear it. 


® Motorists who use their horns unnecessarily. 


@® Men who talk very fast (not so bad with 
women). 


® Politicians who sell Britain out while hiding 
behind the flag. 


® Journalists who constantly use the word 
‘chilling’ (almost invariably in reference to the 
activities of nationalists). 


®@ People who call queers ‘gays’. 


@ Men who try to ape women and women who try 
to ape men. 


'@ People who refer to the war dead as having 
given their lives for ‘freedom’ — whereas in reality 
they gave their lives for their country. 


®@ Footballers who prance and gesture like 
madmen before the crowd just after scoring a 
goal. 


@ Sportsmen generally (Whites, that is) who greet 
each other with the traditional black handshake 
after one of them has performed a worthy deed. 

@ TV advertisements so inane that they insult the 
intelligence of the viewing public (and rarely leave 
them remembering the product being advertised). 
® Constant sex scenes in movies (as the actress 
Lauren Bacall once said, “Who wants to watch 
other people doing it?”) 

@ The compensation culture. 


® Journalists and broadcasters who address you 
by your first name the very first time they 
encounter you (a ‘friendliness’ you know is phony 
because most of these people hate our guts). 


@ Unmarried women who insist on being called 
"Ms ...’. 


@ Men who use the word ‘exciting’ — except in the 
context of a sporting encounter meriting that 
description. 


® Journalists and broadcasters who discuss the 
lives of movie and pop performers as if these 
people were at the centre of the world and doing 
something really important. 


® Descriptions of World War Il in which allied 
soldiers are described as fighting ‘doggedly’ while 
their adversaries are spoken of as fighting ‘fanat- 
ically’. 

@® Town and city councillors who travel abroad on 
‘fact-finding’ tours, which are really freebie 
holidays at the taxpayers’ expense. 


® Left-wing writers, playrights, artists, film- 
makers, etc., being described as ‘anti-establish- 
ment’ when in reality they are pillars of the 
establishment. 


® The sanctimonious tone of voice adopted by TV 
commentators when reporting on Third World 
misery — calculated to make the viewers feel 
guilty. 

® British holidaymakers in foreign parts who 
behave in such a manner as to bring their country 
into contempt. 


®@ The zoological noises coming from the benches 
in parliamentary debates, which remind one of 
rowdy kids shouting ‘yah’ at each other. 


® Not black people, but white people who slobber 
over black people. 

@ People who talk of the ‘Holocaust’ as if it were 
the only episode of human suffering in history and 
Jews the only victims. 

® Tony Blair, Peter Mandelson, Robin Cook, Jack 
Straw, Tony Banks, Michael Portillo, Greville 
Janner, Gerry Adams, Charles Kennedy, Alex 
Salmond, Sir Edward Heath, Baroness Jay, Greg 
Dyke, Polly Toynbee, Sir Richard Branson, Lord 
Falconer, Noel and Liam Gallagher, Prince Charles. 
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All the world’s a stage, 
And all the men and women merely players... 
William Shakespeare 


THE POWER OF TELEVISION is by far the greatest danger 
that today confronts the British people. Contrary to what many 
patriotic Britons imagine, TV is much more dangerous to our 
way of life and culture than immigration, racial integration, 
abortion, homosexuality, incest, drugs, political correctness and 
the treasonable ambitions of the Europhiles. This is because 
TV is used to promote all these iniquitous things. TV is also a 
greater danger to us than books, newspapers and magazines as 
it has such a hypnotic effect and so easily intrudes into our 
homes and consciences. It takes a certain amount of effort and 
intelligence to read a book or newspaper, whereas watching TV 
requires no such effort. It is tailor-made to attract the attention 
and influence the mores of the least thinking and most slothful 
members of our society. 

During the past few years, BBC TV and ITV have been 
increasingly used to peddle vice, perversion and violence, and to 
condition the moral attitudes of viewers. In this they have been 
remarkably successful, and by their malign influence many of our 
people have been reduced to the level of mindless zombies. This 
has been achieved with the tacit approval of the politicians, who 
themselves use TV to spread their propaganda and to inflate their 
own egos by appearing on the screen as frequently as they can. Can 
anyone remember the last time any politician complained about the 
gratuitous drivel that nightly appears on our screens? 

The result of the intrusive effect of TV is that many people now 
live in a world of sheer unreality. TV has become a latter-day 
phantasmagoria. Many conversations overheard these days consist 
of discussions about ~ 
the TV programmes 
screened the previous 
evening, particularly 
the so- called ‘soaps’, 
which some people 
seem to believe are 
fact! This fantasy- 
world scenario even 
affects our political 
leaders. As Peter 
Hitchens points out 
in The Abolition of 
Britain, a brilliant 
analysis of the state 
of our country pub- 
lished last year, Tony 
Blair and William 
Hague both made 
official statements 
concerning the 
fictional imprison- 
ment of a fictional 
character in ITV’s 
Coronation Street. 

Said Mr. Blair: “It is 
clear to anyone with 
eyes in their head 
that Deirdre Rachid 
is innocent and 
should be free.” (it is 


Page 16 


T.V. POISON 
This is a scene from a new show launched last month described as “the most shock- 
ingly PC show on TV.” Called Mezrosexuality, the show was broadcast on Channel 
Four and featured ‘gay’ and lesbian sex, ‘bi-sex’, drugs, foul language, bare flesh, 
murder, alcoholism and promiscuity. And — oh yes! — there’s plenty of multi-racialism 
as well. The picture here gives some idea of the level at which this garbage is aimed. 


a pity he does not extend the same sympathy to Mr. Tony Martin 
who continues to languish in gaol for shooting dead a serial burglar 
who broke into his farmhouse). Said Mr. Hague: “The whole 
nation is deeply concerned about Deirdre Rachid.” Of course, 
neither Messrs. Blair nor Hague is stupid enough to believe this 
nonsense, but they are both prepared to subscribe to it if they think 
that it might be worth a few votes at the next election. Although 


RONALD RICKCORD 
warns against the 
dangers of television 


perhaps Mr. Blair really feels at home in this fantasy world — after 
all, his own stepmother-in-law was known by her Coronation 
Street persona, Elsie Tanner. 


GRIM PROPHECY 


In a chapter headed ‘Telescreen Triumphs’, Mr. Hitchens 
begins in his book with a quotation from a letter written by T. S. 
Eliot to The Times in 1950: “I find only anxiety and apprehension 
about the social effects of this pastime, and especially about its 
effect on small children.” Although Eliot probably did not foresee 
the full extent of the damage that TV would do to children, his 
worry about its effects can be seen to have been percipient. The 
inability of many children and teenagers today to read or write, or 
even speak with any degree of fluency, is in large measure a direct 
consequence of a childhood spent in front of a TV screen or 
playing computer games. As Hitchens says, “...children aged two 
and three were 
watching as much 
as eighteen hours of 
television a week, 
80 per cent of it 
without an adult 
present in the 
room.” In such cir- 
cumstances how can 
children learn to 
master speech or 
interact with other 
people? is it any 
wonder that such 
children, abandoned 
by their parents to 
TV, which Hitchens 
calls a “national 
childminding 
service,” grow up to 
be ill-adjusted, if 
not monsters? [how 
can matters be 
otherwise when the 
Government 
employs financial 
and tax policies 
aimed at dissuading 
mothers from 
staying at home to 
look after their 
children? Evidently 


look after their children? Evidently the Government would rather 
mothers were out at work; and so TV increasingly performs the 
function of bringing up children in loco parentis. 


EFFECT ON FAMILY LIFE 
AND NATIONAL MORES 


TV is thus nurturing a generation of couch-potatoes, some of 
whom, in their attempts to emulate the violence and rapine they 
witness on the screen, will inevitably become violent themselves. 
However, it not only has a detrimental effect on children. Many 
adults, also, are corrupted by its baleful influence. These 
destructive effects are threefold. First, they stifle normal family 
conversation and interaction in the home, thereby inhibiting the 
acquisition of fluency by the young, and generating a contempt for 
law and order. Second, they promote violence, licentiousness, 
perversions and bad language — viewers are nightly regaled with a 
surfeit of explicit sex, gang rapes, homosexual behaviour and 
F-words. And third, they enable politically motivated TV producers 
to brainwash the populace with their anti-British and pro-inter- 
nationalist dogmas. The left-wing propaganda daily churned out by 
the TV mind-benders is not solely confined to the actual pro- 
grammes screened; perceptive viewers cannot but fall to recognise 
the same traits in many TV adverts. As Jean Raspall wrote in The 
Camp of the Saints, “You know that in advertising, today, it’s only 
the Left that sells.” 

Apart from their political agendas and their own personal 
careers, TV producers are primarily concerned with one thing: 
audience ratings. It is a mystery to me why the BBC should be 
concerned with trying to compete with the ITV companies when its 
revenue is guaranteed by the television licence fee. Nevertheless, in 
their endeavours to achieve the best audience ratings, both BBC 
and ITV pander to people’s basest instincts and even the foulest 
perversions. Many of the plays and ‘soaps’ (which Hitchens refers 


unsavoury topics as rape, abortion, incest, AIDS, homosexuality, 
paedophilia, miscegenation and drug-addiction in their ‘storylines’. 
In defending the inclusion of these topics in their plots, the 
producers argue: “But it’s real life; it happens.” Yes it does; but 
how much of it happens because weak-minded and easily 
influenced people are inveigled into emulating the actors and 
actresses who take part in these sordid sagas? And it cannot be 
denied that the parts played by some performers seem to be 
repeated in their own personal lives. The private lives of the so- 
called ‘stars’ and ‘celebrities’ (most of whom but for TV would be 
complete nonentities) leave much to be desired. Indeed, many of 
them go out of the way to publicise them! 


DISTORTED VIEW 


Though I am not a great TV viewer myself, the little I do watch 
convinces me that unless something is done very soon to control 
the content of TV programmes our people will lose all sense of 
morality and decency, and they will get a distorted view of the truth 
of what is actually happening in the world. It is indeed ironic that at 
a time when almost anything is acceptable on TV, the one thing 
that is strictly verboten is genuine free speech. Patriots intrepid 
enough to suggest that continuous immigration and the presence of 
‘asylum-seekers’ are having a destructive effect on our country are 
seldom, if ever, reported on news programmes, and are hardly ever 
invited to express their views on current affairs programmes. If 
truly patriotic people appear in plays and ‘soaps’ they are 
invariably portrayed as uneducated oafs or mindless thugs. 

In the early days of television the poet Oliver St. John Gogarty 
disparagingly referred to the TV set as “that bloody illuminated 
coal-scuttle in the comer,” and suggested that it ought to be 
chucked out. Perhaps he was right. If we all had a mind to throw 
our sets on the nearest rubbish tip we would, at a stroke, deprive 
the mind-benders of a tool that gives them enormous power and 


to as ‘Suburbs of the Mind’) that are screened dwell on such 


influence. And our country might be all the better for it. 


A RESTAURANT OWNER who suffered 
carbon monoxide poisoning after a failed 
suicide bid has won £580,000 in compen- 
sation. 

Peter Etheridge did not receive hospital 
treatment until five days after he tried to 
kill himself, and was left with profound 
amnesia. 

* * * 


BRITAIN will be getting a £233 million 
chunk of a £2 billion European grant to 
help asylum-seekers and refugees sent up 
businesses here. 

Five per cent of the grant — around £11.6 
million — will fund controversial schemes to 
help the asylum-seekers find work even if 
they have not been given permission to stay 
in Britain. 

The rest of the cash, from the European 
Commission, will be allocated over the next 
five years to refugees who have been 
granted asylum in this country “and to 
organisations promoting the interests of 
ethnic minorities.” (The Mail on Sunday, 
28.1.01). 


* * x 


FOUR Jewish TV viewers made a com- 
plaint about ‘anti-semitism’ following a 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


scene in East Enders last October. 

In the scene Mo Harris was contem- 
plating buying stolen pork. When she could 
not make up her mind the trader asked: “Are 
you Jewish?” This the Jewish viewers app- 
arently found offensive. 

The complaint was rejected. 

* * * 


FOR ‘Black History Month’ last year, 
Barnet (North London) Youth service 
devised a Trivial Pursuit-type game to 
celebrate and educate awareness of black 
people in history. In the game a question 
was asked: “Do you know when Britain 
had her last black queen?” The answer, 
apparently unchallenged, was that the 
queen was Phillippa of Hainault. The 
year? 1330. Barnet Life, a publication 
issued by Barnet Council, joined in this 
piece of historical revisionism, adding 
that Edward the Black Prince was the 
son of Phillippa. Said the paper of 
Edward’s name: “It is usually taught that 
this was because he always dressed in 
black, but was it?” 

* * 


A JEWISH MP, Louise Ellman, who 
represents Liverpool Riverside, was unhappy 


about ‘racist chants’ at football grounds, so 
she persuaded the local club, Everton, to let 
her write an article about the Holocaust in 
the club’s programme printed for its cup tie 
against Tranmere Rovers, played on — 
you ve guessed it — Holocaust Memorial 
Day! ‘ 
; ey ea 

THE LORD CHANCELLOR has ruled that 
magistrates should no longer be expected to 
dress in a sober and respectable fashion. This 
traditional requirement, so his department 
has announced, is outdated because it indi- 
cates ‘cultural bias’ and could give offence. 

This is part of a shake-up following an 
‘equality report’ drawn up by a group of 
Lord Irvine’s officials and advisers. The 
report also calls for quotas for ‘under-rep- 
resented groups’ on the bench. 

* *K * 


BLACK ACTIVIST Delroy Lindo has 
been given a public apology by Scotland 
Yard after claiming he had been racially 
harassed by police officers. Mr. Lindo is 
seeking £1 million in compensation. In a 
report by Deputy Assistant Commiss- 
ioner Tarique Ghaffur it was admitted 
that Lindo had been the victim of 
‘negative stereotyping’ because of his 
record of 17 violent criminal offences, 
including rape. 
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Don’t mention the Holocaust! 


A BIG ROW broke out recently in the 
ranks of the United Kingdom Indepen- 
dence Party (UKIP). Yes, another one! 

Apparently, the party’s Scottish 
organiser, one Alastair McConnachie, 
wrote letters to The Scotsman and the 
Glasgow Herald, one of these quest- 
ioning the extent of the ‘Holocaust’ 
and the other daring to attack the 
Board of Deputies of British Jews. 

Exactly what the letters said is not 
known, but since there are a lot of 
questions concerning the ‘Holocaust’ 
which quite legitimately might be 
asked, and considering also that the 
Board of Deputies is far from being 
above criticism (we remember its 
attempts in 1998 to get a BNP rally 
stopped by pressuring the owners of 
premises), writing letters on such 
subjects surely amounts to no more 
than a normal exercise of free speech. 

But apparently such things just are 
‘not done’ in UKIP, where anything 
that might raise the ire of the Jewish 
Community is strictly ‘out of bounds’. 
After a complaint from one of the 
party’s Jewish members, Mr. McConn- 
achie was expelled from the party for 
five years. 

But things didn’t end there. After 
further rowing, the heretic was 
reinstated. This was just too much for 
the Jewish member, Mr. Mark Lester. 
Mr. Lester stormed out of UKIP, saying: 


A very perceptive fox 


These are a few extracts from D.W. Nash’s 
The Fox’s Prophecy, written in 1870:- 


“For not upon these hills alone, the doom of sport 
shall fall, o’er the broad face of England creeps, 
the shadow on the wall. 

“Time-honoured creeds and ancient faith, the 
Altar and the Crown, Lordship’s hereditary right, 
before that tide go down. 

“Base churls shall mock the mighty names, writ 
on the roll of time; religion shall be held a jest, 
and loyalty a crime. 

“No word of prayer, no hymn of praise, sound in 
the village school; the people’s education Utilit- 
arians rule. 

“The homes where love and peace should dwell 
fierce politics shall vex; and unsexed woman 
strive to prove herself the coarser sex. 

“The statesmen that should rule the realm coarse 
demagogues displace; the glory of a thousand 
years shall end in foul disgrace. 

“Trade shall be held the only good and gain the 
sole device; the statesman’s maxim shall be 
peace, and peace at any price. 

“Her army and her navy Britain shall cast aside; 
soldiers and ships are costly things, defence an 
empty pride. 

“The footsteps of the invader then England’s 
shore shall know, while home-bred traitors give 
the hand to England’s every foe. 

“Disarmed before the foreigner, the knee shall 
humbly bend, and yield the treasures that she 
lacked the wisdom to defend.” 
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“I can’t stay in a party which would 
have a man who espouses such 
views.” He added in a letter to the 
party secretary: “I wish I could say 
that I wish you and the party success 
in the future —I don’t.” 

The secretary, Mr. Michael Harvey, 
explained the party’s point of view by 
saying: “The allegation that Mr. 
McConnachie had brought the party 
into disrepute was upheld. But it was 
later considered that his punishment 
was too harsh.” 

But not too harsh, apparently, for 
Mr. Lester. It rather looks as if this 
gentleman was determined to get his 
pound of flesh and was outraged when 
it was denied to him! 

From where I stand, I cannot see 
why Mr. McConnachie’s willingness to 
raise two perfectly legitimate subjects 
should have brought his party into 
disrepute at all. There is no evidence 
that his letters to the two papers were 
abusive or insulting to Jews. Appar- 
ently, one thing that he did say in 
reference to the Board of Deputies was 
that it was “seeking to establish a 
monopoly in the marketplace of ideas.” 


Well, our experience with its efforts to 


stop our meeting lends a certain 

amount of credence to that suggestion. 
Mr. Harvey also said in his state- 

ment on Mr. McConnachie that “his 


views do not amount to racism” (thank 


heavens for that!)... “but publishing 
these things was politically 
damaging.” 

Ah, there’s where the UKIP secretary 
has a point! Where certain subjects 
are concerned, to venture into the 
realms of truth can indeed be polit- 
ically damaging — in the present 
climate at least. It is all just a question 
of how important the truth really is. 


The problem is that political groups 
who opt to shun the truth today in the 


interests of expediency are liable to 
have it catch up with them tomorrow! 


JAMES THURGOOD 


OLDHAM in Lancashire, the scene of 
an ongoing racial war between Asians 
and Whites upon which we focused in 
December 1999, is becoming more of 
a racial powder-keg than ever. This 
was acknowledged in a devastating 
report in The Mail On Sunday on 
February 11th. The MoS -— hardly a 
‘racist’ paper — stated that of the 572 
racist crimes recorded in the town last 
year 355 (two-thirds) were committed 
against white males. Of these, young 
Asians were the culprits in the vast 
majority of cases. 


RACE WAR IN OLDHAM: REPORT SOON 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
Send large SAE for broadcast details to:- 
LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


| | to action, in the WILL to get things done, in t 
i inati i what others only talk about. 


Some British National Party suppor- 
ters have got together to produce and 
market a framed portrait of the party’s 
founder and present Spearhead pub- 
lisher and editor John Tyndall (shown 
above). Mr. Tyndall himself neither 
initiated nor has taken any part in this 
project, much though he appreciates the 
gesture. Copies of the portrait are 
signed by him personally and also by the 
artist Anthony Payne. 

The price per copy is £40.00 (post- 
free) UK only. Please make cheques or 
POs out to ‘Save Our Sterling’ and send 
orders to PO Box 56, Bexleyheath, Kent 
DA7 6ZQ. In accordance with Mr. Tyn- 
dall’s wishes, all profits will go to the 
BNP. 


The crimes showed an increase on 
those for1999 — the year described in 
our previous report — of no less than 
100 per cent! 

Local chief of police Chief Super- 
intendent Eric Hewitt has admitted the 
increase and has even gone so far as to 
acknowledge the young Asians as 
being mainly responsible. 

In large areas of the town white 
people, young and old, live in constant 
terror. 

An up-to-date report from our local 
correspondent will appear soon. 


Only half the story 


Chlamydia Trachomatis has 
obviously come along way over 
the past few decades. It fails to 
get a mention in my 1964 
dictionary but is now the most 
common sexually transmitted 
disease in Britain. Some 
300,000 women are thought to 
be affected. The number of 
diagnosed infections has risen 
by 76 per cent since 1995, and 
no less than 33,000 new cases 
were reported in 1999. The 
disease is linked to infertility, 
ectopic pregnancies, pelvic 
inflammatory problems and 
cervical cancer. 

Clearly, anything affecting 
the health and well-being of our 
folk should be reported and dis- 
cussed. But what we in this 
column would like to know is: 
Why is it here, and where did it 
come from? This is important 
because strange things happen 
on the medical scene and, 
believe it or not, the truth is 
frequently doctored (not a delib- 
erate pun) or even withheld. 
Not so very long ago we were 
told that tuberculosis had been 
licked, and then it leaked out 
that it was virulent again — 
especially in overcrowded 
urban areas. On this occasion 
even the most accomplished 
media acrobats were unable to 
disguise the fact that the 
disease had been imported. Can 
any of our medically know- 
ledgeable readers keep us 
posted as to what is going on? 


Rotten to the core 


It was alleged, though 
scarcely proved, that former 
Tory MP Neil Hamilton had acc- 
epted bribes from an Egyptian 
shopkeeper. This little spot of 
bother put an end to Mr. 
Hamilton’s political career, and 
his efforts to clear his name 
have left him financially ruined. 

Contrast this with the case 
of one Edward Heath, a former 
Tory Prime Minister. In 1970 
this Heath assured both parlia- 
ment and people that the Euro- 
pean Economic Community (as 
it was called then) was, and 
would never be more than, a 
common market in which British 
farmers and manufacturers 
would flourish. As an example, 
it was pointed out that British 
Leyland would have unres- 
tricted access to this vast 
trading area and thus become a 
leading player in the European 
motor industry (pause here to 
laugh or cry as you will!). 

In fact, recently released 
papers have shown that parlia- 
ment and people were wilfully 


THE WAY WE 
CiVE NOW 


some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


deceived. In the ensuing refer- 
endum voters were already 
unwittingly committing the UK 
to becoming part of a hideous, 
sprawling Euro super-state, and 
Heath was very well aware of 
this. This was deliberate fraud 
on a grand scale. And, incred- 
ibly, part of the price for our 
being allowed (sic) into the EEC 
was the surrender of our 
centuries-old exclusive rights to 
fish in our own British waters — 
which were, to quote the word 
actually used by Ministers at 
the time, “expendable.” How- 
ever, since it has now been 
revealed that this act of treason 
was illegal even under the then 
obtaining Community Law, 
there appears to be no reason 
why a future patriotic govern- 
ment should not immediately 
reclaim our ancient rights by 
whatever means are necessary 
at the time. 

Now it is not the function of 
this column to fight Mr. Hamil- 
ton’‘s battles for him — although 
it is doubted whether his 
alleged transgression had the 
slightest effect on the national 
well-being. But is it not a 
shocking indictment of our 
times that, unlike him, Heath 
was never hounded out of 
politics nor charged with any 
crimes? 


You pays your money... 


It occurred to us that, had 
the swashbuckling, pension- 


pinching pirate Cap’n Bob 
Maxwell not fallen (or been 
pushed?) overboard from his 
yacht in 1991, he would almost 
certainly have been made a 
New Labour peer by now! 


The media go mad 


Of what possible interest can 
it be to the majority of our folk 
whether two half-caste babies 
are the property of a foolish 
couple in North Wales or of 
people in California. Yet this 
tedious story has been public- 
ised ad nauseam. And, strange 
as it may seem, the would-be 
foster father is reported as 
being a member of some tin-pot 
political party opposed to 
immigration! How inconsistent 
can you get? As we see it, the 
moral behind all this is: “Take 
care when you buy something 
on the Internet.” 


Justice must be done 


Our researches into the trial 
of the late Charles Stuart, a.k.a. 
King Charles the First of 
England (decapitated 1649), 
indicate that much of the 
evidence leading to his exec- 
ution was unreliable, that the 
prosecution’s case was funda- 
mentally flawed and that the 
verdict was, to put it bluntly, 
unsafe. However, since King 
Charles was neither Republican 
Irish, homosexual nor from an 
ethnic minority, it is likely that 
getting Jack Straw to recom- 


mend a posthumous pardon 
may prove to be an uphill task. 


Never-never Land 


Fraud and default on credit 
cards cost billions every year. 
Why then are we persistently 
plagued with inducements to 
sign up for this or that new 
wonder card with all its alleged 
ancillary ‘benefits’? The answer 

is, of course, that it is all to 
do with maximising turnover — 
the predicted/expected bad 
debt ratio having been already 
built into the equation that sets 
the rate of interest charged. 
Thus, although we recognise 
that there will be a percentage 
of genuine folk who have fallen 
on hard times, the honest, 
prudent borrower is, for the 
most part, funding the 
depredations of the cheat and 
the fraudster. It is rather like 
mugging, but without the 
violence and, as such, is 
immoral and desperately in need 
of proper regulation. 


Heads into the 
trough, chaps! 

Thanks to the Royal Navy, 
your columnist learned several 
useful new words and express- 
ions at an early age. One of 
these was: “Taking the p.ss out 
of someone.” Pungent enough, 
no doubt, but not so easy to 
describe, so allow me to give an 
example. Seven members of 
the Commons Foreign Affairs 
Committee travelling by Euro- 
star ran up a bill of £5,600 for 
an overnight trip. That’s £800 
each, but peanuts compared 
with a six-day trip to Cuba as 
part of an enquiry into the 
public health system in that 
country, when the budget for 
nine of ‘em was £47,085 -— of 
our money. That's more than 
£5,000 each. No doubt they'll 
be telling us that was 
necessary public expenditure! 


PLEASE NOTE OUR 
CHANGE OF ADDRESS! 


We ask all Spearhead readers to note that, as from this month, we will 
be operating from a new address, which is:- 


PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


Please do not forget to send all mail to Spearhead, to its publishers Albion Press and 
to our editor and proprietor personally to this new address. 


Mail sent to the original Welling address will be forwarded on for some time yet, but 
dispatch to the new Hove address will ensure its quicker arrival and attention. 
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PRESS THE BU'T' TON! 


The Press, says MICHAEL WALSH, can be used for our purposes. Here he 
argues for a positive and thoughtful approach to this powerful medium 


YOU DON’T get anywhere in life 
unless you press buttons, and the 
media are just another button for you 
to press. Generally speaking, the 
media are hostile to white racial 
nationalism. But does this mean that 
the media can never be used to our 
advantage? 

In fact, the media can be our most 
powerful tool if we look at it in a positive 
sense. Radical organisations of all kinds 
attack the media but constantly use 
them to gather news and repackage it 
for their own followers. 

With th exception of the BBC and the 
Daily Mirror, most of the media can be 
used free of charge to bring us news on 
which we can put our own slant. Every 
day they pay news agencies and 
journalists a fortune for something we 
get for free. Don’t knock them; use them! 


They know not what they do 


First, don’t assume that all journalists 
are flint-hearted, unscrupulous bastards 
— just because most of them are. Be 
Christian about it - many of them 
simply aren’t aware of their short- 
comings. You certainly won’t turn them 
into friends by telling them home truths 
about such things, even if it makes you 
feel better. Try the diplomatic approach 
first. 

If you are writing to the press and 
want to get a point over, don’t politicise 
your letter - otherwise it will categorise 
you arid make them hostile before they 
even read what you have written. 

It is a mistake to assume that 
journalists get more letters than they 
can read. Unless it is hostile or offensive 
to them or is anonymous, journalists 
always read their mail. Providing what 
you say is politely put, they will usually 
write a nice letter back, even if it is 
critical of what you say. 

How’s this for an example of what you 
might be able to put ina letter toa 
newspaper:- 

“Dear Sir/Madam, 

I found your article quite enlight- 
ening but, with respect, you must be 
aware by now that a substantial and 
informed body of opinion questions the 
unproven figure of six million Jews 
killed under Hitler, and qualified 
research questions whether the 
‘Holocaust ever took place at all — other 
than in the minds of the propagandists 
working for the victors in the war.” 


Or:- 


“Dear Sir/Madam, 
Excuse me, but you mentioned the 
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death of Anne Frank nearly sixty years 
ago. Are you the same journalist who 
turned a blind eye when Jewish snipers 
were picking off Arab stone-throwers, 
some of them little more than 
children?” 


Iam not suggesting that such a letter 
will turn the journalist into a ‘holocaust- 
denier’ or someone hostile to Israel’s 
terrorism, but it will make him aware 
that there are doubts on such subjects, 
and that they are being increasingly 
aired. It might well begin to open a 
previously closed mind, and even if the 
journalist is a dyed-in-the-wool holo- 
hoaxer or Zionist bootlicker it will 
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unsettle him. It’s a step in the right 
direction. It’s a positive approach rather 
than a negative one. If you don’t draw 
his attention to controversy and dissent, 
he can’t possibly know that an opposing 
opinion exists. 


Which newspaper? 


Journalists - whether they work for 
national, regional or local newspapers — 
are human. Remember that there was a 
time when you believed in the lies of the 
media too — on the subject of the ‘Holo- 
caust’, for example. As these journalists 
are in that same mind-warp as you once 
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The letters page of the Daily Mail (sample seen here) is read by many 
millions of readers. Michael Walsh found that half of the dozen letters 
he sent to the Editor were published. 


were, think yourself lucky to be enlight- 
ened, and lead them out of the mind- 
warp gently and politely. 

Who knows? The softly-softly 
approach you employ now could have 
consequences some time in the future, 
when the paper you are writing to prints 
an article throwing some light (as far as 
it dares) on the so-called ‘Holocaust’. Or, 
if not that, it might lead to the paper 
refusing to publish some very blatant 
piece of holo-hoax propaganda sent in 
to the editor. 

The better-educated the journalist is, 
the more likely he is to abandon or 
soften his views - or at least dilute the 
opposition’s propaganda press releases 
or ‘information’. You might have planted 
the seed! 

It is worth bearing in mind too that 
journalists, like everyone else, have to 
watch their backs. If they step too far out 
of the zone of political correctness their 
jobs could be in danger. Be under- 
standing — unless you too would risk 
your own job for an outspoken public 
statement, made in defence of a prin- 
ciple. 

Finally, even if a journalist is symp- 
athetic towards you and what you are 
saying, don’t expect him to trust you 
enough to advertise that fact in a 
personal letter of reply. As he would see 
it, such a letter could be dynamite! 


National or local? 


You should separate national news- 
papers from regional and local ones: 
they are not the same. National papers 
are interested only in really big stories, 
letters and contributions that are likely 
to interest a wide range of readers, 
wherever they live. For instance, your 
opposition to refugees being allocated 
to Leicester will interest only readers in 
Leicester, so write to the Leicester 
Mercury but do not waste time doing so 
to the Daily Mail or Daily Telegraph. 
Remember also that a paper like the 
Daily Mail will typically receive two 
thousand readers’ letters and e-mails in 
a single day but will have space to 
publish only about twenty of them. 

It’s all a bit of a lottery, but providing 
you know what is likely to appeal to the 
selection panel at which you are aiming 
you can improve your chances of pub- 
lication. I have had at least six letters 
published in the Daily Mail out of about 
twelve sent, so as long as you know the 
tricks of the trade you can get results. 
Each time you do you have about six 
million readers. You don’t get that kind 
of audience on Hyde Park Corner! 

Local newspapers are not as political 
as the nationals, and they are more 
inclined to publish letters or comment 
on controversial subjects — especially 
those with a local slant. They operate in 
a much more competitive marketplace, 


so they actually relish controversy. 
Obviously, they receive far fewer letters 
from readers, and they thrive on 
‘sparklers’ — letters that stir up a bit of 
lively debate. 

A regional newspaper will receive 
about eighty letters a day and a local 
newspaper far fewer. But where else 
could you get an audience of, say, 
twenty thousand? 

Here’s a specimen: 

“Dear Sir/Madam, 

I think I speak for most local people 
when I say that I object strongly to local 
taxpayers’ money being spent on 
housing economic refugees. The local 
authority has no mandate to do this, 
and I will wait with interest to see if its 
generosity with our money is men- 
tioned in its election leaflets in ........ 
months’ time. Is there any chance of 
local so- called ‘democratic’ politicians 
asking our opinions first?” 


How to ensure a 
letter is published 


The trick to getting letters published is 
to follow the five golden rules of 
journalism. Who? What? Where? Why? 
and When? You will see this formula 
followed in everything you read in any 
newspaper, national or local. 

Don’t allow your letter to ramble, and 
don’t miss essential points. Just keep to 
the issue, and after you have written the 
letter don’t post it until you have cut its 
length by at least 20 per cent. Have a 
look at the letters that are published in 
papers and learn from them. And get a 
friend to check your letter out before 
20,000 readers do! 

Short, polite but concerned letters on 
local issues likely to interest local 
readers will usually be published. 

Don’t worry about being identified 
and threatened. Newspapers are 
unlikely to publish letters inflammatory 
enough to provoke a strong reaction. 

Keep your letters polite and free of 
abuse, and the world will respond like- 
wise. Besides, few newspapers publish 
sufficient detail for a letter-correspon- 
dent to be indentified unless that 
person is already a publicly known 
figure — in which case it hardly matters. 

Newspapers never publish anon- 
ymous letters nor those of doubtful 
athenticity. This includes letters with 
box numbers. 


Press releases 


A press release is a public statement 
or announcement such as you might 
pay a town crier to announce, but these 
days we use newspapers. The more 
professionally presented the release is, 
the better its chance of being printed. It 
is, after all, your organisation’s shop 
window. If you want the organisation to 
have a scruffy, illiterate image — fine: 
send a scruffy, illiterate press release! 


These days, with word-processors, 
there is no excuse for unprofessional- 
looking letterheads or press releases. 
Here’s an example:- 


RIGHTS FOR WHITES 


The voice of White Mancunians 
Box 1234, Manchester M.. ... 


Local opposition to 
economic refugees 


A demonstration opposed to the local 
authority’s plans to rehouse refugees sent to 
Manchester from London and the South 
East is to take place at... 


Present your case in written form 
remembering those golden rules: Who? 
What? Where? Why? and When? 

Keep to the point and get a friend to 
check the layout for errors and faults. 


For further information contact 
Cathy Dowling or John Smith 
0386 333333 or 0161 333 3333 


More information 


If you need a directory of news- 
papers, you will find a copy of Willings 
Press Guide and others like it in the 
reference section of your local library. 

Better still, why not pick up a copy of 
the Writers’ and Artists’ Year Book at 
your local bookshop? It costs about £10, 
is published by A & C Black (London), 
and all booksellers are familiar with it. 
Just ask for it by name. It is a fascinating 
encyclopaedic volume listing hundreds 
of British (and foreign) newspapers and 
magazines. These include addresses of 
TV and radio companies. 

Good luck! 


This article, slightly edited, was 
obtained from the website of the 
Michael Walsh Public Information 
Service at 

www.ety.com/HRP 


THOUGHT FOR 
THE MONTH 


The two Britains which faced each 
other in April 1997 were utterly alien 
to one another and unfairly matched. 
One was old and dying, treasuring 
ideas and values which stretched 
back into a misty past. One was new 
and hardly born, clinging just as 


fiercely to its own values of of class- 
lessness, anti- racism, sexual inclus- 
iveness and licence, contempt for the 


nation-state, dislike of deference, 
scorn for restraint and incomprehen- 
sion for the web of traditions and 
prejudices which were revered by the 
other side. Culturally, Labour had been 
in power for years. 
PETER HITCHENS 
The Abolition of Britain 
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The Editor 
'Spéearhead' 

c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: One vital question concerning the 
death of Anna Climbie does not seem to 
have been raised, so far as | am aware. 
Why were Anna and her putative great 
aunt, Marie Thérése Kouao, allowed into 
this country in the first place? As natives of 
the Ivory Coast, a former French colony, 
they had no right of abode here whatsoever. 
It seems that the French authorities, on 
realising that Mrs. Kouao was defrauding 
their social security services, overcame the 
problem by allowing her to ‘escape’ with 
Anna to Britain. We will now have to pay 
for the upkeep in prison of this murderous 
woman and her lover for many years to 
come. 

Two other alarming incidents that have 
recently occurred make me wonder whether 
any immigration controls are operating here 
at all. Firstly, it has been revealed that 
several HIV-positive African nurses have 
been allowed into the country to work for 
the NHS; and secondly, it now seems that 
foreign babies can be purchased via the 
Internet and then brought here without any 
attempt by the Immigration Service to stop 
them. 

It is high time that a blanket ban on the 
immigration of all people of non-British 
ancestry were imposed once and for all. 
RONALD RICKCORD 
Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 


SIR: The article about meeting Blair at 
Oxford (January issue) really brought back 
some good memories. | was there too and 
remember a lot of what was described. Yes, 
the adrenalin as really flowing that night — 
amongst other things! One thing that | do 
remember was being in close proximity to 
the editor. In the rush into the hall he got so 
carried away that he went right past the 
entrance, which was off to our left. | 
managed to batter my way in, hoping he 
was following, but he did emerge a short 
time later at the entrance, a bit ruffled but 
full of fire for the meeting. A great time 
was had by all — except Blair’s friends! 
RICHARD PARTRIDGE 

South Ruislip, Middlesex 


SIR: The article by Mr. Tyndall about splits 
in nationalist parties (January issue) was 
excellent, and should be read by nationalists 
all over the world. For example, here in 
Finland no kind of meaningful nationalist 
party has arisen because of continuous 
splits — even now when the flow of asylum- 
seekers is changing the whole face of the 
country. 

One of the worst examples of divisive- 
ness happened in South Africa in the days 
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leading to the white downfall. When the 
National Party abolished the policy of 
separate development, the Afrikaners and 
other Whites did not unite forces to oppose 
this. Also, even among Afrikaners there 
were divisions, with the two main oppos- 
ition parties on the right, The Herstigte 
Nasionale Party and the Conservative Party, 
remaining separate and even contesting 
seats against each other. Both F.W. De 
Klerk and Nelson Mandela have said that 
white unity, had it existed, would have 
been the one barrier to black majority rule. 
LASSE LEHTINEN 

Kokkola, Finland 


SIR: | am in full agreement with your New 
Year’s message. Internecine struggle has 
been the bane of our movement since its 
inception. Our strength is sapped. Those 
with the longer vision will, quite rightly, 
attempt to persuade the deviants to return 
to the only fold that makes sense, and 
more time will be lost. 

We the British, and Europeans in general, 
are facing dangers that we have never 
before encountered. Not only is the enemy 
at the gates but he is also firmly entrenched 
at the pinnacles of power within. 

Are those who think they know a better 
way than the BNP really all just dimwits? | 
ask myself if our enemies have not succ- 
eeded in penetrating our ranks in order to 
sow the seeds of dissension and division. 
T.D. FOSTER 
Edgware, Middlesex 


SIR: In response to Mr. R. Ferrari’s obser- 
vations on my aviation article, | would res- 
pectfully point out the following:- 

Britain did indeed suffer serious problems 
in World War | due to lack of suitable aero- 
engines — indeed due to lack of a suitable 
aero-engine industry. This was not due to a 
lack of technical ability but was a direct 
result of the policies of free trade pursued 
in the decades before the war (see Correlli 
Barnett’s The Collapse of British Power). 

As regards the Gloster Meteor, | am 
afraid Mr. Ferrari is misinformed. This 
all-British jet aircraft did see combat service 
in World War Il. The first Meteor squadron 
was declared operational at RAF Manston, 
Kent, on 26th July 1944. Just over a week 
later, Flying Officer ‘Dixie’ Dean, in one of 
them, downed a V1 by tipping it over with 
his wing. A few minutes later, his wingman, 
Flying Officer Rogers, got another V1 with 
his guns. 

If British politicians would back British 
genius instead of sabotaging it, we could 
go to the stars. 

PAUL FLAVELLE 
Grimsby, Lincs. 


SIR: How my heart bled for the so-called 
‘asylum-seekers’ featured in Channel Four’s 
Bloody Foreigners recently! 

Having risked the journey through several 
European countries to reach the promised 
Land, they find employment illegally with 
apparent ease, then complain about not 
being paid enough! 

Indigenous Britons paid the minimum 
wage of £3.70 an hour — which is the 


Letters 


going rate here for hard graft often 
including working shifts — have also to pay 
income tax and national insurance contrib- 
utions, Supposedly for our sick, children 
and elderly. We cannot get the social 
security payments which many of these 
recent arrivals are getting under false 
pretences, together with all the extras that 
go with them: free medical treatment and 
help with housing costs and council tax. 
This makes the newcomers, in effect, much 
better off than many of our own people! 
When are we going to wake up to the 
fact that the ‘bloody foreigners’ (Channel 
Four’s words, not mine) are stealing not 
only our jobs and wages but also our future? 
P. ELVIDGE (Mrs.) 
Misterton, Doncaster, Yorks. 


SIR: According to Radio Lancashire, organ- 
donor cards are to be put into wage packets. 
Apparently, the never-adequate supply has 
been dwindling even further. Perhaps it has 
not occurred to the medical profession that 
more and more people are coming to regard 
organ transplants as morally indefensible, 
and are therefore reluctant to lend them- 
selves to this high-tech butchery. 

Of course, the medical profession 
promotes transplants because these make 
nice little earners, paid for by the long- 
suffering taxpayer, but some of the nastier 
and lesser-known facts about transplants 
are these: organs must come from living 
donors, who are of course killed when the 
organs are removed; organs taken from the 
dead are useless for transplanting. 

Hardly any transplants are wholly succ- 
essful because of the near-impossibility of 
matching the tissue types of patients and 
donors. Those readers who hold religious 
convictions might argue that such obs- 
tacles as tissue-rejection have been divinely 
ordained to prevent man playing God. 

N.G. CHARNLEY 
Blackpool, Lancs. 


SIR: How’s this for a laugh? In a recent 
internet survey of more than 1,650 
students aged between 19 and 25, aclear 
majority said that they found opposition 
leader William Hague had more sex-appeal 
than Premier Tony Blair! Only 39 per cent 
said they would prefer the Prime Minister, 
while 61 per cent voted for Hague. 

But here’s the best bit — when it came to 
the opinions of ‘gay’ students there was a 
dramatic reversal. No less than 80 per cent 
of those polled said they would prefer to 
sleep with Blair than with Hague. Queer 
activist Peter Tatchell said: “Tony has the 
physical attributes most men go for: great 
smile, full lips, big hands and decent head 
of hair.” 

Further comment is superfluous! 

D.W. DRAKE 
Oxford 


SIR: The mass media describe the new 
Israeli Prime Minister as a ‘far-right’ leader. 
Should we now expect a chorus of con- 
demnation from all European countries ... 
except perhaps Austria? 

FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 

Louth, Lincs. 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from PO Box 3, Burnley, Lancs. BB11 
3GN, with cheques/POs made payable 
to ‘Freedom’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 
Do you think? 


Currently the party’s best leaflet, this has been 
re-worked and reprinted in the hundreds of 
thousands. As a result, this two-sided, two- colour 
leaflet has come down in price by a full £1 per 
thousand to just £7.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Banks leaflet 

This innovative approach positions the BNP as 
the only party campaigning for a fair deal for the 
many millions of customers who are sick to death 
of being ripped off by the banks. Price £8.00 for 
1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Hang Child Molesters leaflet 
Ever-popular call to hang child murderers. Price 
£6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£5.65 for 1,000 and £6.45 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. 


B.N.P. VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally January ‘97 

Video of the postponed 1996 BNP Annual Rally, 
held in London on January 25th 1997. Speeches 
by Dr. Donald Stevens, Nick Griffin, Richard 
Edmonds, John Tyndall and overseas guest José 
Ramos. 


TheVoice of 
Freedom 


CONDEMNED 
TO DEATH 
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For a tree information pack call -- 0700 900 2671 


The Voice of Freedom is the official 
newspaper of the British National Party. 
Retail price 45p. Sample copy 64p 
post-free. One-year subscription (British 
Isles) £8.65. For details of bulk rates 
and other information, write to: PO Box 
1032, Woodford Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Rally November ’97 

Video of the second BNP rally of the year, held in 
Oxfordshire. Excellent regional reports, plus stirring 
speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick Griffin and 
John Tyndall. 

Prices of videos are £15.00 plus 83p p&p. 


OTHER ITEMS 
Key rings 
BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 


still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 
order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 

T-shirts 

North West London BNP is proud to present some 
great T-shirts which can be worn anywhere. 
These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map background of 
British Isles); ‘These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recommended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘North West 
Trading’ and send to PO Box 128, Pinner, Middle- 
sex HA5 1XT. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broad- 
casts made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
US$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 
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dedicated activists and sympathisers alike. 
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Identity is the official monthly magazine of the British National Party. 
With 16 full colour glossy pages, and a four page merchandise insert, 
plus articles on a wide range of topics, party news and new initiatives, 
Identity is a showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 


The cover price of Identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain their sample copies 
for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or Postal 
Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send to PO Box 51, Oundle, PES 6WQ. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (PHONE 0701 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus) £7.85. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and Germanic ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 

... AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £16.30. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 

ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed Campbell) £17.80. A 
handsome, well illustrated book covering the history 
of England and the culture of its people from the 
4th to 11th centuries. With leftist teachers and 
curriculum advisers doing all they can to under- 
mine knowledge of, and pride in, our ancestors 
among the younger generation, it is important that 
nationalists get books like this into the hands of 
their growing children. 1982 (rep. 1991), 272pp. 
ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £13.00. A beaut- 
ifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian literature 
from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A 
‘must’ for lovers of legend. 1979, 224pp. 
ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. Con- 
vincing picture of life in our country between the 
4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was 
abandoned by the Roman legions to the Picts, Scots 
and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 
BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 
BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 1991), 
256pp. 

BELL CURVE, THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray (£28.85). This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.85. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 
BRITISH, THE (M.1. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British 
consciousness. Illustrated throughout. First 
published in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 
BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £9.40. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian stressing 
the role of the non-English parts of our islands. 
1989, 324pp. 

BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361pp. 

CALL IT CONSPIRACY (Larry Abraham). £15.55. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the wealthy, 
and how money manipulation has disastrous con- 
sequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 

CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Books’ only, and should not be included 
in remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly if ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail order 
address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 


New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a number 
of different political and/or religious viewpoints, 
very few of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent organisation, the British 
National Party. The party’s mail order book 
service distributes these books because it is felt 
that they fill important gaps in public information 
and understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that all 
the content of the books should be taken as 
representative of the policies of the party. The 
party reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


£3.70. About the myths and founders of Britain. 
First published early in the 20th century (rep. 
1994), 457pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY {Eric Butler) £4.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history 
that have not found their way into textbooks or 
newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 

CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charmliey) 
£22.80. A study of the Anglo-American relation- 
ship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous conse- 
quences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 1995, 
xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John Charmiey) 
£31.85. This massive work follows David Irving 


THE 


BELL CURVE 


Intelligence and Class Seructure 
in American Life 


A really 
scientific 
analysis of 
racial 
differ- 
ences (see 
this page) 


in its raising of awkward questions concerning 
Churchill as a national leader, though the author 
is more moderate in his treatment of his subject 
than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in the 
political, industrial and military fields. A classic 
work by a mainstream historian, more relevant by 
the year! 643pp. 

COME CLEAN, Mr. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£2.00. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the saga of the Stephen Law- 
rence murder but has used for his own purposes 
exactly the same sort of violent hoodlums as 
those who committed it. Seven pp. (A4). 
CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 
CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £10.25. 
About the shocking treatment of German civilians 
under the post-war allied occupation, 1945-50. 
The hidden story of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ 
in European history. 288pp. 

DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.50. An important work on the international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF officer 
and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 
DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £9.30. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and injus- 
tices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot Robert- 
son) £19.35. This book has attracted world-wide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems 
in America (and not just between Blacks and 
Whites). A comprehensive introduction to the sub- 
ject very relevant to Britain. 1981, 613pp. 

ELITE: THE STORY OF THE RHODESIAN SPECIAL 
AIR SERVICE (Barbara Cole) £13.30. About the 
campaign against terrorism waged by the Rhod- 
esian equivalent of Britain’s SAS. 1984, 449pp. 
ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.15; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive state- 
ment of the case for modern British Nationalism. 
A partly autobiographical account of the author’s 
origins, first political stirrings and subsequent work 
in building up the British National party. A ‘must’ 
for all BNP supporters. First published in 1986, 
this is an updated edition published in 1998. 537pp. 
EUROPE’S FULL CIRCLE: CORPORATE ELITES 
AND THE NEW FASCISM (Rodney Atkinson) 
£9.20. The book argues that European Union is 
fascist and corporate in inspiration. Discusses the 
Bilderberg Group, the CIA and internationalists like 
Arnold Toynbee and Joseph Reitlinger. 1996, 
149pp. 


FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988), 519pp. 
FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkett, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £2.00. A reapp- 
raisa! of Britain’s membership of the European 


Union. 1992, 69pp. 

GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £13.40. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GRIP OF DEATH, THE (Michael Rowbottom) 
£16.75. Fine study of modern money, debt slavery 
and destructive economics. 1990, 337pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 
eignty and social justice are being sacrificed tothe 
gods of the global economy. A powerful plea for 
national freedom and economic nationalism with 
great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 

HATE COMES TO TOWN (Alexander Baron) £2.35. 
The lies and poison of the Searchlight ‘Edu- 
cational’ Trust, documented, exposed and decon- 
structed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 

HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £11.45. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 

HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) £18.85. 
The story of the attempted communist takeover 
of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. The truth 
about the ‘Blacklist’ and the HUAC hearings. A 
‘must’ for students of media lies. 1998, 365pp. 
IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) £36.55. 
Study of the life and thought of A.K. Chesterton, 
one of the major figures in British Nationalism from 
the 1930s to the 1970s. Though not supportive, 
generally fair. 1996, xiii, 250pp. 

JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 
KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £8.85. A former farming journalist des- 
cribes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking number 
of independent farmers. A truly shocking but 
important book. 194pp, 

LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £9.00. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the western 
allies to Stalin for slaughter between 1944 and 
1947. 304pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £9.25. 
A witty and factual examination of current attit- 
udes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 

MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of Life’, 
this book argues that the world is governed by 
natural forces in man and nature, rather than by 
genteel political and religious creeds. First 
published circa 1930 (rep. 1992), 73pp. 

MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £5.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £9.10. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First pub- 
lished 1952, 128pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE (Laszo 
F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of racial ten- 
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sions in a number of areas, showing that they are 
based not on hate nor bigotry but on natural univ- 
ersal laws. 1993, 145pp. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972, 288pp. 

ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 

OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00; paperback £8.95. In this 
sequel to By Way of Deception, the rogue agent 
exposes Mossad’s secret agenda and tells the 
truth about the death of Robert Maxwell and the 
near-assassination of George Bush Snr. 300pp. 
PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 

POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have wielded 
it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. £1.00. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 
RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £5.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 
RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £18.85. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), vi, 
273pp. 

RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS (W.C. 
George) £4.50. Shows how the racial egalitarian 
dogma is flawed, despite the influential forces pro- 
moting it. 1967, 80pp. 

RESTORATION OF PROPERTY, THE (Hillaire 
Belloc) £4.00. Reprint of the 1936 classic by the 
co-founder of the Distributive movement. Tren- 
chant criticism of both capitalism and commun- 
ism. 1984, 78pp. 

REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays 
arguing that white patriots should adopt insur- 
gent rather than conservative strategies to defend 
their culture and values. Although it is written for 


Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons for British Nationalists also. 1997, 
250pp. 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the Euro- 
pean Commission exposes the lies and deceit 
involved in the establishment of the Exchange 
Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European feder- 
alism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 

SELL-OUT (P.J. Pretorius) £9.45. The book that 
exploded on the market in South Africa and 
caused a big stir among politicians there. A ‘must’ 
for anybody who wishes to understand how and 
why white leaders acquiesced in the handover of 
South Africa to black rule. The author leaves no 
stone unturned to get at the truth. 1997, 376pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to 
Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 

THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt & 
Others) £5.40. A cost-benefit analysis of British 
membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 
natives. 1996, 111pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind 
the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61pp. 

TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £13.05. A businessman dis- 
cusses the origins of our money system, its social 
and ecological consequences and some propo- 
sals for its reform. 1996, 137pp. 

TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £9.25. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 

TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
& Norris McWhirter) £4.75. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 4994, 123pp. 

TRUTH OUT- OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£5.25. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. The writer 
once worked as a public relations adviser for lan 
Smith. 3rd ed. 1995, xv, 92pp. 

VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 
113pp. 

WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £8.10. An exposure 
of the links between Wall Street finance and the 
Russian Revolution of 1917 are proved beyond 
all question by an established scholar. 1974, 
228pp. 

WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £11.55. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry, points the way to a satisfac- 
tory and beneficial financial system. A long-est- 
ablished classic. 1926 (rep. 1983), 320pp. 

WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £9.60. 
Fine reprint of a remarkably far-seeing book, first 
published in 1915, which argued that the war then 
raging would do ingalculable damage to the 
genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. Disturbing 
but fascinating. 1981, 127pp. 

ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 1982, 
904pp. 
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THE BEDS/BUCKS unit of the British 
National Party held its very first meeting on 
the 25th January. The venue was in Bletchley, 
just outside Milton Keynes. About 40-45 
people were in attendance — good consider- 
ing that there has not been a BNP unit in 
Milton Keynes since the 1980s and that most 
of the people present were local folk. 

The main speakers were BNP Chairman 


Nick Griffin and Group Development Officer 
Tony Lecomber. Also speaking was the Beds/ 
Bucks organiser John McSweeney. 

For many present, the meeting was the 
first ever BNP meeting that they had 
attended, and the atmosphere was electric and 
a fantastic morale-boost to these newcomers, 
who previously had felt cut off and isolated. 

The collection raised reflected the mood 


SPRING RALLY - NORTH 
Saturday, 3rd March 2001 


Due to popular demand, the British National party is holding two big 
Spring meetings this year. One, in the south of Britain on the 24th 
February, will have taken place by the time this issue reaches the reader. 
The other, in the north of the country, is scheduled for the first Saturday 
in March, as shown above - still time to get there! 
Top party speakers will include Administration Officer Chris Green, Group 
. Development Director Tony Lecomber, Publicity Director Paul Golding, 
Deputy Chairman Scott McLean and National Chairman Nick Griffin. 
Added to these will be a wide range of regional and local organisers. A new 
display team will make this meeting the most mainstream and professional- 


looking the BNP has ever held. 


This large meeting will be the ideal occasion for new recruits to feel the 
excitement and potential of the BNP, and give ‘old hands’ a chance to 


recharge their batteries. See you there! 


If you are not already aware of the details for getting to the meeting, contact 


your local branch - quickly! 
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Excellent Bletchley meeting 


of the meeting. Over £190 was donated, and 
literature sales brought in a further £95.00. 

Later on after the meeting there were drinks 
in a local pub, where everyone had the 
chance to get to know each other better and 
contacts were established with a view to 
further activities. Everyone who wants to be 
active in the area can now do so, knowing 
whom to ring, and so on. 

All in all, the meeting represented a_big 
stride forward for the new group. 

At the meeting it was decided that 
Spearhead editor John Tyndall would be 
invited to be guest speaker at a local meeting 
in the near future. Anyone interested in 
attending can obtain details from organiser 
John McSweeney at: Beds/Bucks Group 
BNP, PO Box 5233, Milton Keynes MK3 
6ZL. 

Report by Ron Lomax. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the Brtitish National Party John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.15 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you | 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what - 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


BEST DEWSBURY MEETING FOR YEARS 


IN SPITE of the blizzard-like conditions 
on Sunday, the 4th February, more than 
60 people attended a meeting of the 
re-formed Dewsbury branch of the 
British National Party to hear talks by Dr. 
Phill Edwards (National Press Officer) 
and Party Chairman Nick Griffin. 

The new branch organiser Nick Cass 
opened the meeting and introduced the 
guests, while thanking everyone for 
making the effort to attend in such 
extreme weather. He then spoke briefly 
about the party in Dewsbury and the 
work in which he and other activists 
were engaged. Mr. Cass said that the 
BNP’s great strength is that it deals in 
facts and in truth — unlike its opponents, 
whose currency is evasion and double- 
talk. 

Dr. Phill Edwards spoke about political 
correctness and how it serves to oppress 
the British people. He said that the real 
‘racists’ were the multi-culturalists, 
whose long-term aim is the merging and 
destruction of all the races of mankind. 
Dr. Edwards emphasised that the BNP 
values racial differences, and unlike the 
political parties of the establishment it 
has policies which really will help 
preserve the “rich tapestry of human- 
kind.” 

Party Chairman Nick Griffin expressed 
his concern at the growth of racial 
attacks committed against white people. 
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MAIN SPEAKER 
Nick Griffin 


As readers will have seen on 
page four of this issue, Spear- 
head editor John Tyndall will be 
challenging Nick Griffin in an 
election for the BNP leadership 
later this year. 

Also mentioned on page four 
is the importance of all those 
supporting Mr. Tyndall ensuring 
that they are eligible to vote by 
bringing their membership sub- 
scriptions up to date by paying 
for 2001. But this is not all. 

Soon after attaining the party 
leadership in 1999, Mr. Griffin 
introduced two new clauses into 
the party’s Constitution. One 
was a requirement that a leader- 
ship candidate have a record of 


BNP leadership election 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular 
donations from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case 
an SAE would be much appreciated. Thanks. 


He said that government statistics 
clearly show that members of the ethnic 
minor- ities are responsible for the 
greater proportion of race-hate crimes. 
Yet in spite of this the politicians and 

establish- ment media act as though 
the reverse were the case! 

Mr. Griffin said that the blame for 
inter-racial strife in this country lay with 
the politicians, the establishment media 
and their multi-racial experiment, not 
with the ethnic minorities. He said that 
an increasing number of people are 
unhappy with the mess that the polit- 
icians have made of the country, and 
that they are looking for an alternative. 
To applause, he emphasised that the 
British National Party is that alternative. 

Afterwards, everyone enjoyed an 
excellent buffet, and the guests mingled 
with the audience. Even though the snow 
continued to fall, no-one was in any rush 
to leave. The meeting was a resounding 
success, and a collection for the branch 
election fund raised over £350 - one 
member of the audience donating £100! 

Report by Nick Cass 


not less than five years’ continuous 
party membership — a condition that 
would have disqualified Mr. Griffin 
when he stood in 1999. 

Another was that a challenger in a 
leadership election must either be a 
current party office-holder or pro- 
duce 100 signatures of paid-up party 
members in support of his nomin- 
ation — again neither of which were 
applicable when Mr. Griffin stood. 

Mr. Tyndall will be seeking help 
from his supporters in ensuring that 
these signatures are obtained well in 
advance of the time for nomination 
in June. He would be pleased to hear 
from anyone who is willing to provide 
this help. Note our new address 


(page 19). 


Page 27 


..e AND STILL THEY 
KEEP COMING! 


This boat, packed with yet more hordes of ‘asylum- 
seekers, ran aground off the French coast last month 
with the occupants begging to be let ashore. As to 
where ‘ashore’ is, one of them made it perfectly clear 
where they intended to be heading. “We were charged 
$2,000 for adults and $1,500 for children to get to 
Britain,” he claimed. 


For more information on the 
British National Party, wnte 
and send 50p to:- 


The Secretary 
PO Box 287 
Waltham Cross 
Herts. EN8 8ZU 


Tel. 0700 900 2671 
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And it’s pretty certain this is where they'll end up. Our 
Government has completely lost control of the sitation: 
Britain is now taking in more ‘refugees’ than any country 
in Europe — and more even than America. 

If you want to do something to stop this flood, there’s 
only one option. Join and support the British National 
Party. Fill in the form below:- 
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You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 


